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Current Topics. 


The Law of Property Bill. 
Tue Law of Property Bill was to have been considered in 
Committee by the House of Lords on the 14th inst Its con 
sideration was then adjourned till next Monday, the 26th, 
when presumably the legal members of the House will have 
omething to say as to the merits of the scheme contained in 
Part 1. of the Bill Hitherto, there has been no discussion of 
the scheme. On.the second reading there was apparently no 
opportunity for it Instead, the Bill was referred to the 
Joint Select Committee. That Committee, as we pointed out 
| recently, did not touch the question of whether the scheme 
was good or bad, and they confined themselves to making a 
| number of amendments in the later parts of the Bill. This, 
of course, was not what was chiefly wanted. What the profes 
sion and the public though, so far as we can see, the public 
have not taken the smallest interest in the matter—wanted 
was to know whether the scheme for the assimilation of real to 
personal estate was carried out in an effective and simple way 
|The Need fora Simplified Bill. 

Our own attitude towards the scheme has, we think, 

have recognized that the 


been 


| quite clear and consistent We 

work of the draftsmen is a skilful attempt to reduce the com 

slications of the law as between vendor and purchaser ; but we 
| | 


difficulties which are perpetuated, and 


| have deprecated the 
| probably increased, as regal ls the beneficial interests in pro 
manner in which 
veil,’’ and 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


perty in other words, we do not like the 
| beneficial interests are hidden away ‘‘ behind the 
| there left to look after themselves We imagine we are not 
| alone in this view, and we shal! not be surprised if exception is 
taken in the House of Lords next Monday to this aspect of 
the Bill The best thing to do with Part I. would be to hold 
it over, pending inquiry into the merits of the scheme No 
doubt it would be difficult then to proceed with any of the 
rest of the Bill, though the Copyhold Enfr: ashiounent parts 


might very well be passed at once as an agreed measure, This 
law as between 


alone would lead to great si implification of the la 
At 
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vendor and purchaser. The other pressing reform is a change 
in the way of making title to settled estates. The long 
family settiements must be taken off abstracts, thus getting rid 
of difficulties arising from the necéssity of tracing and clearing 
away joiutures and portions. Of course, this is part of the 
scheme of the Bill as set out in Part II1.—‘‘ Amendments of 
the Settled Land Acts ’’—and the fifth schedule, and these 
provisions may be regarded as the basis for the reform of the 
law as to making title to settled estates. The really essential 
parts of the scheme are the assimilation of real to personal 
estate, the abolition of fancy tenures—and, indeed, of the doc- 
trine of tenure altogether—and the definite creation of a 
dominus pro tempore of settled estates. This, it may be said, is 
the Bill, but it is the Bill simplified, and a simplified form 
of the Bill should be the aim. Of course, it is a pity that 
it was ever burdened with a host of amendments of existing 
statutes. These may be very good, but they obscure the main 
scheme, and can be made separately. We shall be surprised 
if the House of Lords, on fully considering the Bill, accept it 
as the best that can be done in the way of the reform of Real 
Property Law 


The Case of General Dyer. 


Tue case of General Dyer has raised questions of vast im- 
portance as to the degree of force which a commanding officer 
is entitled to use when he is confronted with violence on the 
part of the civil population, and the objects for which he may 


use that force. Unfortunately, it has not been managed in 
the way calculated to throw light on the legal questions in- 
volved. The natural course to produce this effect would have 
been to submit the matter to a court of law, and then there 


would have been fuli opportunity for impartial argument. But 
we believe that that was rendered impracticable owing to the 
passing of a local Act of Indemnity. The actual occurrence at 
Jallianwalla Bagh on 14th April, 1919, is now matter of 
general knowledge, and it is not the least unfortunate part of 
the affair that it was concealed. from the public here for many 


month That has naturally prejudiced the case of those who 
were concerned in it With regard to the extent of force 
which the military may use, the general principle was laid 
down in the Report of the Commission which inquired into | 


the Featherstone disturbance of 1893. ‘‘ The whole action of 
the military when once called in ought, from first to last, to be 
based on the principle of doing, and doing without fear, that 
which is absolutely necessary to prevent serious crime, and 
of exercising all care and skill with regard to what is done.’’ 
This statement does not expressly apply to a case where, as at 
Amritear, martial law has been declared; but the principle 
applicable in each case is the same. The ordinary law only 
gives e to martial law on the ground of necessity, and a 
military officer who is acting under martial law is as much 
bound to restrict his action to the immediate necessity of the 
case as he is when acting with the concurrence of the civil 
authorities in putting down a riot ee Dicey’s Law of the 
Constitution, 8th edition, p. 544. 


Objects of Mi litary Force. 


As To the necessity for the amount of force which was used 
we need make no comment here as to the way !n 


at Amritear, 
But in regard to General 


that force was actually used 
tive a very important ques tion arises, and we cannot 
do better than quote from General Dyer’s own statement 
(Times, 9th July) the contrast he draws on the point between 
his own report and that of the Hunter Committee :— 


‘omment of the Committee. 


which 
DvEr's m 


Extract from my own Report. Y 

In our view, this was unfot 
tunately a mistaken conception 
of his duty. If necessary, 4 
crowd that has assembled con 
trary to a proclamation issued 
to prevent or terminate disorder 
may have to be fired upon ; but 
continued firing upon that 
crowd cannot be justified be 


I fired and continued to fire 
until the crowd dispersed, and I 
consider this is the least amount 
of firing which would produce 
the necessary moral and wide 
spread effect it was my duty to 
produ e if I was to justify my 
action. If more troops had been 
at hand, the casualties would 
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cause of the effect such firing 
may have upon people in other 


have been ter in proportion. 
It was no longer a question of 
merely dispersing the crowd, places. The employment of ex 
but one of producing a sufficient cessive measures is as likely as 
moral effect from a military not to produce the opposite 
point of view not only on those _ result to that desired. 

who were present, but more 

specially throughout the Pun- 

jaub. There could be no question 

»f undue severity. 


The short point, therefore, is whether violence which goes 
beyond the immediate necessities of the case—that is, the pre- 
vention of disorder on the spot—can be justified on account of 
the moral effect it may have elsewhere. And in considering 
the question it must be assumed that the disturbance on the 
spot is connected with disturbances actually arisen or likely 
to arise elsewhere. We take it that the general effect of the 
public discussion of the case has been to repudiate this doc 

trine. The vote of the House of Lords on Tuesday was rather 
a condemnation of the way in which General Dyer’s case had 
been handled than an approval of his actual conduct. We 
doubt whether, in point of English law, there is anything to be 
said for General Dyex’s contention. A commanding officer has 
to deal with disorders on the spot, and is not concerned with 
what may be happening elsewhere. We note that the Hunter 
Report approves the use of bombs from aeroplanes against the 
civil population in cases of disorder. This is a singular re- 

versal of the former British view as to the use of bombs from the 
air, and it is one of the consequences of military efficiency 
developed by the war. But the effect of the war on civilization 

is only gradually being realised. 


Barges as Stores. 

We cannot feel any great surprise at the decision of the 
Court of Appeal in Fisher, Reeves d& Co. (Limited) v. Armour 
& Co. (Limited) (Times, 16th July), in which a Court, composed 
of Lords Justices Bankes and Scrutton, with Mr. Justice Eve, 
reversed Mr. Justice BaILnacne’s interesting, but much can- 
vassed, decision that ‘‘ store ’’ is not a term of precise meaning 
in a commercial contract where goods are sold to be delivered 
“ ex store,’’ and may, in fact, be satisfied by a barge or lighter 
as readily as by a warehouse. We compared this view at the 
time (ante, p. 473) with the oft-quoted, but possibly apocryphal. 
case in which the late Mr. DanckwERrTs is said to have con- 
vinced the Divisional Court that a ‘‘ réservoir ’’ is a ‘‘ building 
of the warehouse class’’ within the provisions of the London 
Building Acts. The view taken by Mr. Justice BatLHacue 
was that in commercial contracts one must distinguish between 
terms with a technical legal meaning, those with a fixed 
customary trade signification, and those which are merely 
common everyday words. The first class the lawyer must 
criticise in accordance with the accepted legal definition. The 
second class he must construe in accordance with the proved 
trade custom. But the third he should interpret in a plenary 
and benevolent sense, giving to them the widest meaning that 
the words can logically convey. No doubt this doctrine is 
quite sound. But in its application one may go astray. Even 
if we drop all question of a customary trade meaning, common 
sense and common parlance rather suggest that a sale “+, 
store’’ can only be satisfied by a sale from some building 
which plain people call a store, and not from any receptacle 
which, to the ingenious mind of a logical man seeing the unity 
that lurks behind the variety of this our universe, may seem 
to be in the transcendental world of platonic ideas designed 
to serve the purpose of storizig things. Moreover, as Lord 
Justice Scrurton pointed out, “‘ ¢x store ”’ is not an apt term 
to suggest a marine risk; it clearly suggests a land risk, which 
is in the nature of things not so great. And in the, case o! 
frozen meat (the present case) it rather suggests -a@ re 
frigerating store.’’ But while holding, we submit quite 
rightly, that goods delivered from a barge were not in accor’ 
ance with a warranty ‘‘ ex store,’’ the Court refused to 


. ‘ ” 
further and define a “‘ store. 
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| Evidence of the Trade Custom. 


CURIOUSLY ENOUGH, although the point did not and could 
not enter into the discussion of the case just quoted, the 
business world concerned immediately repudiated in the most 
emphatic way possible the interpretation placed by Mr. Justice 
BaiLHacuE on the term “‘ ex store.’’ In the London Chamber 
of Commerce, the Canned Goods section at once passed a 
resolution to the effect that, ‘‘ according to all commercial 
custom, ‘ex ship,’ ‘in craft,’ ‘ «x (or on) quay,’ ‘ er ware- 
house’ or ‘ex store’ were four entirely different conditions, 
and that none represented a good delivery, according to trade 
custom, against the other’’ (7imes, 16th July). Similar 
resclutions were also passed unanimously by the Merchants’ 


Committee of the London Chamber of Commerce, the 
Australasian Merchants’ Association, the Executive Com- 


mittee of the London Oil and Tallow Traders’ Association, 
and the members of the Baltic Exchange, who held a special 
meeting for the purpose. Evidently, then, there is a trade 
customary meaning attached to the four phrases just quoted 
which, properly proved by evidence of experts in the Com- 
mercial Court, must be followed by the judges. We need 
hardly say that the Court does not take judicial notice of 
resolutions passed by Chambers of Commerce, nor are these 
admissible as evidence; a witness must be called to prove the 
custom. 


Notice for Increase of Mortgage Interest. 


WE Print elsewhere two letters raising the question of notice 
required for the increase of mortgage interest under the new 
Rent: Restriction Act. Section 3 (1) of the Act, so far as 
relevant, provides that ‘‘ Nothing in this Act shall be taken to 
authorize any increase in the rate of interest on a mortgage 
except in respect of a period during which, but for this Act, 
the security could be enforced.’’ It is suggested that, apart 
from the existence of arrears of interest or breach of covenant, 
there must be three months’ notice to call in the mortgage 
before the rate can be raised. Now, in the case of houses 
protected by the former Acts, the increase for the first year is 
to be only-one-half per cent., vo that if three months’ notice is 
required this period is reduced to nine months. It looks as 
though the draftsman thought that the increase might start at 
once. And, of course, three months’ notice is only necessary for 
enforcing the security by sale. Apart from special stipulation, 
the right of entry can be exercised at any time after the 
execution of the mortgage, and an action for foreclosure can 
be commenced as soon as the day named for redemption has 
passed. On the whole, we incline to think that three months’ 
notice calling in the mortgage money is not a necessary pre- 
liminary to raising the rate of interest, but that, unless the 
mortgagee’s right of entry is restricted, or the day fixed for 
redemption has not arrived, a notice raising the mbrtgage 
interest can be given forthwith. But we should like to hear 
the views of practitioners expressed. 


Business in the Patent Office. 

THE RECENTLY issued Report of the Comptroller-General as 
to the work of the Patent Office in the year 1919 is interesting, 
and bristles with statistics. The Patent Office is one of the 
few important Government departments that pays its own 
way ; the surplus of its receipts over its expenditure in 1919 
was £54,324. Its receipts are derived from fees and sale of 


publications. Ite expenditure is mainly on salaries, wages,, 
and printing. In every branch of the Office there was a 


marked increase of business in 1919 over 1918. The letters 
despatched in 1919 were 214,000, as compared with 201,000 in 
1918. The number of applications to register designs in 1919 
was 14,094, as compared with 10,019 in 1918. The number of 
applications to register trade marks in 1919 was 12,479, as 
compared with 6,968 in 1918. The number of trade marks 
registered in 1919 was 4,837, as compared with 3,055 in 1918. 
But the greatest activity was in the Patent Branch, where a 
marked revival of business took place; in 1918 the number of 


—an increase of 11,014. This was the highest number on 
record, the next being 30,388 in 1910; in 1915 the number was 
only 18,191, and in 1916 only a little higher. This decline 
was, of course, attributable to the war; but a recovery began in 
1917, with the results indicated above. But the matter does 
not end here, for it now transpires that the number of applica- 
tions for patents made in the first half of the current year was 
17,994, an increase of about 2,000 over the total for the 
corresponding period of last year It is therefore apparent 
that inventive energy is proceeding, if not by leaps and bounds, 
certainly at an appreciable pace. This is as it should be. 
But the granting of patents has not yet got back to its pre-war 
position, for the number of patents actually sealed in 1919 was 
12,301, whereas the number sealed in each of the five vears 
It is curious that in spite of 
the wide range of patentable inventions, there are so few 
applications for patents by women. This, we expect, is to @ 
great extent attributable to the facts that a patent cannot 
be obtained for an idea unless coupled with a method of carry- 
ing it into practical effect, and that the drafting of a specifica- 
tion, which will hold water, is a very technical matter, and 


preceding 1914 was over 16,000 


beset with many pitfalls 


The Season Ticket Holder's Grievance. 

In a case at the London Sessions last week (7imes, 17th 
inst.), the London, Brighton and South Coast Railway Co. 
attempted to enforce in a way the railway managers’ 
device for obtaining payment twice over for the same journey. 
We refer, of course, to the ruie, which has only recently been 
enforced, that a season ticket holder must produce his ticket on 
every occasion of using it, and if he does not, must pay the 
ordinary fare for the journey In the case in question the 
passenger had failed to do either, and was prosecuted at the 
Westminster Police Court for travelling without paying his 
fare, and was ordered to pay a fine of £2 and ten guineas costs. 
This was obviously wrong, and it is singular that any magistrate 
could give such a decision. A prosecution of this nature will 
only lie where there is an intent to avoid payment of the fare; 
that is, a fraud on the part of the passenger; and any bye-law 
to the contrary is invalid: Huffam v. North Staffordshire 
Railway Co. (1894, 2 Q. B. 821). The passenger had paid his 
fare, and that disposed of the summons Accordingly the 
conviction was quashed at the London Sessions 


new 


Special Ticket Contracts. 

Or course, there remains the contract which the companies 
require from every season ticket. holder, that he will produce 
his ticket. or pay the fare, and the question of unreasonableness 
which may lead to a-bye-law being declared invalid is not 
The liability arises under the contract, and not under 
a bve-law: see Butler v. Manchester, Sheffield & Lincolnshare 
Railway Co. (21 Q. B. D. 207, 211). But it does not follow 
that this particular contract is enforceable, and a good case 
night be made for the view that it imposes a penalty against 
which equity will relieve. We are not aware whether this view 
has ever been put forward in argument, and, indeed, we do not 
know of any case in which the right of the company to enforce 
the contract has been decided. The procedure of the company, 
as was pointed out in argument in the recent case, is different. 
The matter waite until the time comes for the renewal of the 
ticket, and then the passenger is told he shall not have the 
ticket until he pays his arrears. We doubt whether this is 
legal, and it could be met by appropriate action in the courts 
if it were worth while, but the proper remedy is for railway 
managers to get back to the common-sense policy which they 
A small fine for neglect to produce the 
of the fare 


relevant 


formerly pursued. 
ticket no one would object to; but the payment 
twice over will never be acquiesced in by the public, and not 
least because it punishes the same omission by different fines. 


Severance of Joint Tenancy. 

We REFERRED recently (ante, p. 565) to the Irish case of 
Hayes Estate (1920, | I. R. 103), in which Mr. Justice WYLIE 
held that a sale by six joint tenants of the whole of their 
interest in the land had severed the joint tenancy as from the 





applications for patents was 21,839, but in 1919 it was 32,853 
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After the date of the agreement for sale two 
of the six joint tenants died, so that it became absolutely 
necessary to determine whether severance had been effected by 
the sale itself. Mr. Justice Wy ie relied on Aingsford v. 
Ball (1852, 2 Giff. Appx. I.), a decision of Lord St. Leonarps, 
and on a passage in Sug. Vendors and Purchasers. The Irish 
Court of Appeal have now reversed this, and have held that 
The case of Kingsford v. Ball was 
held, by ts circumstances, to be no authority for 
the general proposition that sale by all the joint tenants severs 


day of sale. 


no severance was effected 


reason of 





their tenancy, and the passage in SUGDEN was said to be almost 
as obscure as the report of the reasons of Lord St. Leonarps 
for the decision itself. The distinction between Kingsford v 
Ball and the present. case is that in the former the joint tenants 
had, the into, 
divided among themselves the sum of money paid as a deposit 
This shewed a distinct intention to take the purchase money 
Nothing of the kind happened in the | 


subsequently to agreement being entered 


as tenants in common 


prese nt case 


The Stewardship of Lincoln’s Inn. 

Ir witt be seen from an advertisement on another page 
that Mr. A. WeatHer_ey Marriott, the Steward of Lincoln’s 
Inn, is resigning his office, and the Benchers are seeking for 
The appointment is one of interest to the pro 
or Under Treasurer, as he 


aA successor 
as the Steward 


fession at large 
is to be called) not only manages the property cf the Society, 
but receives for submission to the Bench the applications of 
students desiring to become members of the Inn, and is in a 
position to be of use to them in various ways. The place is 


The 


as to the rents of chambers and to collect them : 


has to advise 


he has to judge | 


Steward 


one of no little responsibility 


as to sanitation and repairs, as well as to make contracts for 
carrying out the work and supervise them, and he has 
generally the administration of the Inn, subject to the| 


Benchers, and the keeping of the accounts. A man of business 
habits and experience is required for such duties, and he ought 
as the source from which 


to be in touch with the Universities, 
of the students are drawn 


most 





Bankers’ “ Negligence.” 


Some eighteen months ago (63 Sotrcrrors’ JournaL, p. 209), 


Bankers’ 


in an article entitled Negligence ’ in receiving 
crossed cheques,’’ some account was given of two Australian 
cases which turned on the meaning of ‘‘ customer ’’ and ‘‘ negli 


in an enactment corresponding with, and in the same 
82 of the Bills of Exchange Act, 
amended by the Bills of Exchange (Crossed Cheques) Act, 
1906. The Australian enactment is section 88 of the Common 
weath statute on the subject—the Bills of Exchange Act, 1909 
The Australian cases were both in the Supreme Court of New 
South Wales and decided on the same day: Kendall v. London 
Bank of (1918, 18 State Reports, 394) ; 
missioners of Taration v. English, Scottish and Australian 
Bank (ib. 417). In the first of these cases a person previously 
unknown to the defendant bank opened an account by paying 
in cash and crossed cheques, and the day following paid in a 
crossed cheque to which he had no title; the bank (which 
collected this cheque) was held to have been guilty of negligence 
and to be liable to the true owner for the amount of the cheque. 
In the second case a stranger also opened an account with the 
defendant bank, paying in cash only, and on the day following 
paid in a crossed cheque to which he had no title; the bank was 
held not to have been guilty of negligence, and so not to: have 
incurred liability to the true owner by collecting the cheque. 
In the Kendall case evidence was given by bank officials to 
the effect that it was not the general practice among bankers 
to allow a stranger to open an account with crossed cheques. 
In the Commissioners of Taxation case no expert evidence of 
bankers was given. The latter case has now come on appeal 
to the Privy Council, and the result is reported in the current 
number of the Law Reports; see Commissioners of Taxation 
vy. English, Scottish and Australian Bank (1920, A. C. 683). 


gence 


terms in section 1882, as 


lustralia Com 





| in which duration is not of the essence. 


ling Uo. 
; ony 


| have been a 


The decision of the New South Wales Court was affirmed b 
the Judicial Committee, and the judgment delivered by Lord 
DUNEDIN, concerned, as it is, with an enactment which is 
almost literally identical with section 82 (as amended) of the 
Bills of Exchange Act, 1882, is as useful and as important 
for the English practitioner as for the Australian. The two 
points specifically dealt with in the Privy Council judgment 
are: What is a customer? and, What is negligence! By 
section 82 the banker is only discharged of liability to the true 
owner of the crossed cheque if he receives payment “‘ for a 
customer ’’ and ‘‘ without negligence.’’ 

One feature common to both the above cases was that the 
person who committed the fraud of getting a bank to collect 
for him a cheque to which he had no title opened his account 
with the bank.the day before he paid in the stolen cheque. 
It was contended that for this reason the cheque in question 
had not been collected for a ‘‘ customer.’’ As to this, Lord 
Dunepin, in his judgment, said: ‘‘ Their lordships are 
of opinion that the word ‘ customer ’ signifies a relationship 
. The contract 
is not between an habitué and a new-comer, but between a 
person for whom the bank performs a casual service . and 
a person who has an account of his own at the bank.’’ The 
case of Great Western Railway v. London and County Bank- 
(1901, A. C. 414, 421) was referred to. The 
person who paid in the stolen cheque was, therefore, held to 
‘ customer,’’ although he had only opened his 
account with the bank the day before. 

With respect to negligence, the fact that the cheque was 
collected for a customer who had only become one the day 
before was substantially the only ground on which the bai 
could have been held negligent. The account was opened 
by paying in cash, and no evidence was given (as was done 
in the Kendall case) that this was not in accordance with 
the practice of bankers. Lord DuNnEpDIN points out that the 
question of negligence is necessarily a question of fact, and 
that there was nothing suspicious about the way in which 
the account was opened. ‘‘ Was, then, the fact that a cheqte 
was paid into that account for collection one day after the 
account was opened a circumstance of an unusual character, 
calculated to arouse suspicion and provoke inquiry? ’ The 
conclusion was that it was a question of degree, ‘‘ and their 
lordships cannot say that the trial judge was wrong in think- 
ing that £743 was not a sum of such magnitude as to create 
the duty of inquiry.’’ Lord Dunepin also drew attention to 
the fact that the cheque was made payable to bearer, and 
had on it no marking which might have put the bank on their 
guard. 

As to the value of markings on cheques, when these mark- 
ings are of such a kind that (though without any statutory 
efficacy) they are calculated to put a banker on his guard, Lord 
DunepIN referred with approval to another Australian case— 
Commissioners of State Savings Bank v. Permewan, Wright 
& Co. (1914. 19 Commonw. L. R: 457), a decision of the High 
Court of Australia. A passage from one of the judgments 
in that case was, with some addition, adopted by the Privy 
Counci! as an accurate statement of the law. As thus added 
to, the relevant part of this passage is: ‘‘ The test of negli- 
gence is whether the transaction of paying in any given 
cheque, coupled with the circumstances antecedent and 
present, was so out of the ordinary course that it ought to 
have aroused doubts in the bankers’ mind and caused them 


to make inquiry.’’ 














The Law of Mortgage and Purchase. 


Tuere has long been, and still is, in English jurisprudence 
a current of opinion in the direction of regarding a purchaser 
of land, in relation to the vendor, as the owner of the land, 
the vendor under this doctrine having merely a lien over and 
money-rights in the land. The analogy thus adopted is, of 
course, that of mortgagor and mortgagee. On this a passage 


in a judgment of the Privy Council, delivered by the a 


Lord Parker, may usefully be quoted: ‘‘ It is sometymes sai 
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that, under a contract for the sale of an interest in 
the vendor becomes a trustee for the purchaser of the interest 
contracted to be sold, subject to a lien for the purchase money 

but, however useful such a statement may be as illustrating a 
general principle of equity, it is only true if and so far as a 
court of equity would, under all circumstances of the case, 
grant specific performance of the contract’ Howard \ 

Willer (1915, A. C. 318, 326). Other cases in the Privy 
Council of recent years have perhaps done something to en 
yurage the tendency to press the analogy between a mortgage 
and a purchase. 

It will, however, on examination be found that there is a 
distinct, if thin, line between the relief that the courts wil! 
grant to a purchaser, and the relief that is and has long been 
granted to a mortgagor. The possibility of and excuse for 
confounding these two kinds of relief arises from the circum 
stances that in both the literal performance of the written 
contract is not allowed to be enforced in 
give one party to the contract what the Court considers an 
unfair advantage. The cases just referred to include A7/me 
v. British Columbia Orchard Lands (1913, A. C. 319), Steed 
man v. Drinkle (1916, 1 A. C. 275), and Brickles v. Snel 
(1916, 2 A. C. 599) These were all appeals from Canadian 
ourts, and were cases in which land had 
contracts which provided that payment might be made ot 
the purchase money by instalments extending ove 


been sold under 


several 


years, with a right in the vendor to forfeit the deposit and 
instalments already paid in case default’ was made by the 
purchaser in payment of any instalment In each case the 


point in issue was the right of the vendor to act on the strict 
terms of the contract, 
already paid, whilst retaining the land as his own property 
In each case the condition as to forfeiture was held to be a 
mere penalty, from which the 
relieve on terms. The these decisions ha 
been summed up in a Canadian case as follows The Priv 
Council has gone pretty near to the rule that if the seller be 
fully compensated, that allowing the 
vendor to forfeit: moneys in his hands Walsh (1919 
15 Ont. L. R. 646) 

The line which divides a purchaser's relief from a 


ind forfeit deposit and instalment 


courts had jurisdiction to 


proper result of 


without 


, 
Brown ~ 


is enough,”’ 


mort 


uch a way as to} 


land, | 





gagor’s relief is very plainly shewn in another Canadian case | 


ot quite recent date Best v Dussessoye (1920, 2 West. Weel 
k. 275), a decision of the Manitoba Court of Appeal In 
this case the plaintiff had sold land to defendant for the 
equivalent of about £3,000, payable by instalments, of which 
about £1,000 still remained owing 
default in payment, plaintiff sued for specific performance, 
Eventually, 
judgment was given for the plaintiff, and an order made, fix 


Defendant having made 
offering to complete on payment being made 


ing a day for defendant to pay the balance of purchase money 
due, and on his default, the agreement was declared to be at 
an end, the payments already made forfeited to the plaintifl 
and the defendant was to be 
closed of and from all equity of redemption ’’ in the land 
Defendant not having paid the amount due on the day fixed 
another order was made, declaring the agreement determined 
and the defendant 
vacate this order and 


‘absolutely debarred and iore 


foreclosed A motion was subsequent] 
made to allow a further period for 
redemption. This the Court (by a majority) held that it had 
no jurisdiction to do, and the judgments delivered by the 
majority are instructive. “It was held that the references to 
‘ foreclosure’’ and ‘redemption ’’ in the 
mentioned were unnecessary and out of place 
in the action was described as 
was said that an appeal against it would probably have been 
successful in view of the Privy Couneil decision above-men 
tioned. Nevertheless, as no objection was taken to the form 
of the judgment, it could not be questioned or reformed in 
the recent proceedings ‘The courts have in recent years 
consistently refused to regard a defaulting purchaser as en 
titled to the rights and remedies which have become asso- 
ciated with a defaulting mortgagor.”’ A passage from a 


orders above 


The judgment 
J 


“a drastic judgment,’’ and it 
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judgment in the Supreme Court of Canada was quoted and 
relied on This passage is as follows (Davudson Sharpe, 


| West. Week. R 


courts of equity in regard to the relations between mortgagor 


1920 888) The anomalies introduced by 
and mortgagee do not exist m regard to vendor and pure haser 
A judgment or order declaring that on the happentingr of a 


tain event an agreement for sale shall be cancelled and 
it an end means precisely what it says, and not. merely that 
the plaintifl shall thereupon be ent.tled to have it ancelled 
ind put an end te In this case of Best Dussessoye the 
tinction between purchase and mortgage thus very 
plain! een In the case of a purchase there no cancella 
n of a contract «, followed by cancellation absolute, Until 


igment is given, the purchaser may on terms get relief from 


forfeiture of instalments paid ; once judgment is given against 
: 


refusing relief, the matter cannot be reopened—certainly 


of course, a n the case of mortgage 


not as a matter 





Reviews. ; 


Rent Restriction. 

ry INCREASE OF Rent anpD Morroace Interest (Restriction Act, 
1920. Wrrn INrropucTion anp Norte AnD THE TEXT OF THE 
Rergacep Acts By ARCHIBALD Sarrorp, Barrister-at-Law Sweet 

& Maxwell Limited ds. net 
Int rest a! ng pr tit ‘ itural t nu tred 4 n 
Rent Restriction Act We noticed te, p. 630) uy ta issue 

lition of the book w h the Editor f I Notes 
| y i i mir lal promptitude ttle j nee { the 
K s P t s | f the Act But t bring ut re edition 
ne thing to write a vy book juite another and he e the appear 
ince of Mr. Safford’s work, so soon after the Act has been available, 
mav also be ited as an excellent example of promptness in serving the 
eeds of the professior In ar ntroductory chapter Mr. Safford traces 
the irse of recent legislation, and then in successive chapters he gives 
the text ft the new Act vith notes stating the points lecided on the 
es] ling pl sor f the pre is Acts und the text of the 
Dp s Acts is given in the Ay pend es, which rv tain forms for 
ler the ev Act These howeve ire not the forma ippended 
iles » have just beer ssued Indeed, the book has been 
t | eld ule the w rules 1 forms No doubt 
f ‘ ng this in anothe lition 
Books of the Week. 

Company Law.--Company Precedents for us Relation to 
Companies subject to the Companies Acts, 1908 to 1917 Part 3. 
Detentures and Debenture Stock, including Debentures, Trust 
Deeds, Stock Certificates, Resolutions, Prospectuses, Writs, Plead- 
ings, Judgments, Orders, Receiverships, Notice Miscellaneous 
With copious Notes By Sir Francis Beaurorrt PAaLMer’ 
Bencher of the Inner Temple Twelfth Edition. By A.rrep F 
Toruam, LL.M., Barrister at-Law, assisted by Evetyn Riviere 
ind Lionen M. Conen, Barristers-at-Law Stevens «& Sons 


( Limited) 35s. net 


Law Quarterly Review, July, 1920. Kdited by A K. 
Stevens & Sons (Limited os, net 


teview 
RANDALL, Barrister-at-Law 
By the Rt. Hon. Lord BrrkeEnnean, 


The Story of Newfoundland 
Horace Marshall & Son. 


Lord High Chancellor of Great Britain 
s. net. 

Langhter in Conrt. A Collection of Witticisms of Bench and Bar, 
and of Amusing Incidents pertaining to the Law and Lawyers. By 
RicHARD KNIGHT Jarrolds, Publishers (London) (Limited) 
Zs. net 
1920. Publi 


Hodder & 


hed monthly 
Stoughton 


To-morrow 


July-August, 


To-day and 
Nations Union by 


by the League of 


{ Limited ). 





At a meeting in nnection with the Police Court Miss held at 
the Salters’ Hall. Sir Robert Wallace, K.C., Chairman of the London 
Sessions. contrasted the old custom of sending first offenders to prison 
with the modern method of placing them on probation. He said it 
was found at the London Sessions that out of every 100 persons on 


pr bation ninety-six never returned to a life t ecrme; they were 


restored to industrious, honest living 
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Correspondence. 
Increase of Rent and Mortgage Interest 


(Restrictions) Act, 1920. 
NOTICE TO INOREASE RATE OF INTEREST. 
[7'o the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter.) 
Sir,—It appears to be difficult to say what notice has to be 
given under the Increase of Rent and Mortgage Interest (Restric 
tions) Act, 1920, for the purpose of increasing the rate of interest 
on a mortgage. I shall be very much obliged if you would express 
your views on the reading of the Act, and also state from what 
date the increase can be made to run. 
SOLICITOR. 


31, Booth-street, Manchester. 19th July, 1920. 


[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter. ] 


Sir,—In your observations under ‘‘ Current Topics’ in last 
week's issue of your Journal, you do not refer much to section 3 
of the Act, the wording of sub-section (1) of which does not seem 
to be as clear as it might be. We are at the moment more par- 
ticularly concerned with the question of mortgage interest, and 
we should be glad to know what is the exact meaning of the phrase 
“except in respect of a period during which, but for this Act, the 
security could be enforced.’’ We take it to mean that, unless there 
is & provision in the mortgage deed varying the application of the 
statute, notice must be given by the mortgagee 
(assuming interest is not in arrear and covenants are performed) 
before any increase in the standard rate of interest can be made 
Perhaps you will be good enough to deal with this point under 
“Current Topics ’’ in your next issue. 

The Act gives a form of notice by landlord in reference to in- 
crease of rent, but does not give any form of notice in reference 
to increase of mortgage interest 

We may add that we are very old subscribers to your Journal— 
in fact, we believe that predecessors of our firm subscribed when 
it began 


three months’ 


TayLor, Kirkman & Marypnrice 
Manch ster 20th July, 1920. 
We endeavour 
S.J. 


8, John Dalton street, 


(We are glad to hear from such old subscribers. 
to deal with the matter as they suggest.—Ep. 


Lady Clerks and Divorce Proceedings. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Jowrnal and Weekly Reporter. ] 


Sir,—-On a point of yood taste, I think the Law Society should 
express its views on the employment of lady clerks in the conduct 
of divorce proceedings. At the Divorce Registry the other day I 
saw « young girl of seventeen or eighteen at work with the papers 
of a petition before her, and, seeing how we seek to keep our own 
children from the contamination of objectionable literature, I was 
amazed at this indifference on the part of an employer. I appre- 
ciate how difficult it is to keep any litigation to oneself, but, now 
that the personnel of a solicitor’s office is a mixed one, to do so in 
the case of proceedings in divorce becomes almost a duty if those 
we employ are to be rightly considered. 4 

Gray's Inn. 

2lst July, 1920. 

(The matter deserves very careful consideration, and we are 
obliged to our correspondent for raising the question.—Ep. S.J.] 





CASES OF THE WEEK. 
House of Lords. 


COUNTY HOTEL AND WINE CO. (LIM.) v. LONDON AND NORTH- 
WESTERN RAILWAY CO. 8th and 10th Jane; 9th July. 


RatLway—-Rerresument Rooms ar STaT1Ion—Oprion or RENtrxnc— 
CONSTRUCTION OF COVENANT. 


In 1853 the railway company demised land adjoining the railway at 
Carlisle for a term of 999 years for the erection of a atation hotel. 
The lease contained a covenant by the lessora in these terms :—* That 
the tenant or occupier of the said hotel shall have the option of renting 
the refreshment rooms of the said station at the rent and subject to 
the rules”’ of the Managing Committee “in preference to any other 
party, it being the intention and wish of the said parties hereto that the 
same person shall have the option of occupying the said hotel and 
refreshment rooms."’ The hotel company occumed the hotel and the 


refreshment rooms as yearly tenants until 1916, when the railway com- 
pany gave them notice to quit, and terminated their tenancy, being 
minded themselves to take over the catering of the refreshment rooms. 
In an action by the hotel company, claiming a declaration that the rail- 
way company were under an obligation to put and keep the occuger of 
the hotel in occupation of the refreshment rooms, the Court of Appeal 
held that the true meaning and effect of the covenant was that if and 
when the railway company were minded to offer the refreshment rooms 
at a rent to anyone, the occupier of the hotel should have the option 
of taking them at that rent; bud that if the railway company should 
themselves undertake the catering of the refreshment rooms, the occu- 
prer of the hotel would have no auch option. After consideration, 


Held (Lord Finlay dissenting) that the true meaning and effect of 
the covenant of the lease was that given to it by the Court of Appeal. 

Decision of the Court of Appeal (1919, 2 A. B. 29, 8B L. J. (kK. BY 
1027) affirmed. 

Appeal by the hotel company from an order of the Court of Appeal. 
During the argument it was decided that the preliminary question that 
lay at the foundation of the appeal sould be fully argued, and that 
the House should give a judgment as to the true effect of the covenant 
in the lease of 1853 set out in the headnote. There were several other 
questions discussed before McCardie, J., but if the Court <f Appeal was 
right in its conclusion on the effect of the covenant, these other ques 
tions did not arise for consideration. 

Viscount HALDANE, giving his considered judgment ~n the prelimina 
question, after stating the facts, said the question was wh.ether the rail 
way company had the right to give the appellants notice to terminate 
the tenancy. The appellants in the action claimed a declaration of the 
title, the fixing of a rent, and damages. The Court of Appeal decided 
adversely to the appellants, on the ground that all the language of the 
covenant amounted to was this: If the respondents desired to offer a 
lease of the refreshment rooms to anyone, the appellants should have 
the right of being their tenants, but that if the respondents desired not 
to make any lease, but themselves to occupy and run their own refresh- 
ment rooms, they were free tf do so, as the words of the covenant did 
not provide for such a case. He had arrived at the conclusion that 
the judgment of the Court of Appeal on this question was right. Ad 
the words used said that the occupier of the hotel was to have the 
option of “renting ’’ in preference to any other party, it being ex- 
plained to be the intention and wish of the parties that the same person 
should have the option of occupying both the hotel and the refreshment 
rooms. This provision appeared to refer to occupation in the capacity 
of a person “ renting,’’ and therefore to cover only the case of lessee 
from the respondents, as distinguished from that of the owners of the 
station occupying their own property in that capacity, if they chose w 
abstain from letting to any tenant. A reference to an option would be 
expected if the Committee of Management had to settle a rent and 
rules and regulations for the case of atenant. A definite subject-mattér 
for an option might be so arrived at, including a duration to be assigned 
for the tenancy. But if the tenant of the hotel was to be regarded +s 
entitled to claim a lease of the refreshment rooms from the respondenta, 
the question arose throughout what period of time was he to be held 
entitied to claim it? The only term that appeared to ‘be possible on 
such construction was one concurrent with the duration of the hotel 
lease, amounting still to over 900 years. He thought it impossible that 
the parties meant to bind themselves to that. Whether they thought of 
the point or not in 1853, they had used words which, ia his opinion, 
appeared to cover no more than the case of any proposal that might 
be made by the owners of the station to let the refreshment rooms, m 
which case it seemed reasonable that the tenant of the hotel should be 
given a preference as such tenant, especially as the covered passage from 
the hotel to the station was of importance to the occupier of the hotel. 
For these reasons he thought that the conjunction of the expressions 
“tenant ’’ and ‘‘ occupier’’ early in the clause shewed that by “ occu- 
pier ”’ in the concluding words was meant the same thing as “ occupier ” 
as a “ tenant ’’ and not “ occupation by the proprietor,’’ whose occupa- 
tion was just his normal possession. When it was said that the occu- 
pier of the hotel was to have an option of renting iv preference to any 
other party, what was meant was that the words, when naturally con- 
strued, meant renting as a tenant. He was unable to agree with the 
view that to so construe the words meant to imply any limitation on 
what the words, taken by themselves, expressed. The appeal failed. 

Lords Cave, SHAW and MovLtTon were in agreément with Lord 
Haldane 

Lord Fixuay dissented. The question in this case was whether the 
respondents had committed a breach of covenant by refusing to let te 
the appellants the refreshment rooms. at Carlisle Station. nder the 
lease, granted in 1853, the hotel and covered way were duly erected, and 
down to 1916 the oceupier of the hotel was also the tenant of the re 
freshment rooms. The argument in this House had so far been 
directed solely tp the construction of the covenant. Objections on 
the grounds of uncertainty and the law of perpetuity had not been 
argued, the right to raise these points being reserved, if necessary, 
after the decision of this House on the question of construction. He 
agreed with the construction which McCardie. J., put upon this 
covenant, and he thought the decision of the Court of Appeal was 
erroneous. In his view, the covenant gave the tenant of the hotel the 


right to become tenant of the refreshment rooms as against the com- 





pany, who now proposed to take them into their own possession. Adopt- 
ing this view, the arguments in the case would have to be resumed upon 
the grounds of objection to the covenant on which the respondents relied. 
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Astbury, J 


ComM™ 


4 \ CON VEYANCIN Act, 1881 (44 


le f epa d ti / 
f i the ¢ ne 
muted J * 2u7 
/ j (Dp e Act, 186! 
/ | ,w A# the 
th lutely entitled to the / 
j i ta j I there 
/ } i the Cor yancing Act 
he Con ers of Sewers t deter 
ere 8 itely entitled to ertain rent 
1 se OT them heeluts Vv with 


Act, 188] Che facts were as follows 
ffs ners of lands in the Caldicot 
perpetual rent 


ent hnarges 


iumuted f harges under 


Loca] 


provide for the necessary 


were vested iy the 
mmissioners to sell certain lands 
them by the 
Section 25 empowered the 
interest in any 


surrendered to 


he labiiity 


ands acquired 





by them under the Act, and section 26 provided that the proceeds 
lands should be applied in payment of any money 


redit of any sinking fund in that behalf, and, s ‘ 


sale of any 


rried to the 


thereto, should be carried to the credit of the works fund hi by 
tion 28, was applicasle in current repairs Section 54 preserved 
the existing powers of the Commissioners, so that the nmu n 
lu act have been made for a gross sum instead al 


ve unde he Local Draina Act, 1861, s. 35, in w e the 





5 d have gone direct to the works fund | N ove er. 
, he itt I were desirous of redeeming e rent cl es. 
pried to the Board of Agriculture nd Fisheries fo ertificate of 
ered ptior ote under section 45 of the Convey: ne Act, 1 1 
ASTBURY J itter stating the facts, said The Commissione lo 
t Ke ! t ittitude, but have pointed out certau iifficulties 
' ection is that the redemption money te Ole cs 
I 1 and be available for current repairs; but that 1 equally 
e be s f the original commutation had been f gross sum, 
ind there ts real force in that objection The second objecti is 
; t the Commissioners thoug! entitled In perpetu t the ent 
hs te entitled thereto in fee sim; 1 posse nn 
ered li iispose thereof absoiute within the mean yr of se 
45, because their holding is subject to their statute luties. and 
erefore they have not got full dominion, but as between the plaintiffs 
i the Commissioners the plaintiffs have parted with these rent charges 
perpetuity, and in my opinion the Commissioners é solutely 
f tled thereto in feeé simple In possession althoug! the iser thereof 
cted und the Local Act. In addition to this, secti 25 
mp er then lispose ! nds or any interest quired 
‘ i \ It is s ested that ‘ ‘ 
red | is bred m t ! l I ands so 
But IT cannot put su mited const s 5 
re res terests in lands, and are ect t in abse 
‘ f disposit nd ectior There therefore a 
te it hat the Commissioners are absolutely entitled t the ent 
rges in fee simple nh possession ot empowered t list ! eaf 
it thin the near f section 45 i} ( iY Act 
l l Cot f 5. a he / S. | f Roar s RS 
ff Hlou if f T'ayl Howley. d« Lewia. f } \ tard 
New] Monr } 
teportes Leowarp Mar, Barrister-at-Law.7 


Re SLADE. CREWKERNE UNITED BREWERIES (LIM. 


Sargant, J. 24th June. 


SLADE. 


(pMINISTRATION —Proor—INso_vent Destor —-Loan sy W live 
Purposes OF His Busintss—ANN 

lHEererorn—RIGHT oO SON DHOLDER TO | 
ProrertTy Act & 46 Viet. c. 7 


VW 1 cad u a t 1900 lent her hushar z , the 
j hy « and 1910 he yenee hor ¢ £2 000 
» that he had lately agreed to sell her ar £40 for 
] je ff £1.000. which pursuance of auch ag e had 
paid j nd the husband paid the annuity regularly to the 
' fh leat) d atter his death the wite aasia / nd for 
, / le third party 
Held. that the administration of the hushand’s estat A was 
ent, t third party could prove for the value of the a tity. the 
q ng of the i d being a totally new transaction, and the afancea 
A ths ginal 7 veaction being immate cal nd that / f ‘ 
vith f i i th Varried W er Propert ips 1 ) 
| rte S 1 ¢ D. 789) and Fx parte Ta Lk. D. 506) 
; 7 7 
| vas a in action for the administrat f the estate 
1 deceased ns vent, one A \ Slade In 1900 married he 
lefendant, and soon after his marriage she lent him £1.00 hel} n 
winess oT a Tarme! In 1910 he zave her £2000, 
! I ted that he had late ’ agreed vith her f he s to er 
f inuity of £40 during her life for the sum of £1.000, such 
1itv to be secured by his bond, and that she ha i! e 
£1 000. and that while he paid her the £40 annuit 
1 He paid the annuity regularly till his deat in 1915 
! required money und assigned tl e bond fort inable side 
n to one F. G. Macdonald. who now laimed to 7 ‘ t ! 
the value of the annuity The Master disallowed ‘ ; 
vind that the nd did not alter the character of the ‘ hich : 
ev entrusted by the wife to the husband for the Dome f 4 


of section 3 of the Married Women’s Property 
Master's certificate e 


trade within the 
\ 1882 


meaning 


This was a summons to vary the 


iumant contending that the bond had created a new i t und that 

tion 5 of the Act of 1882 did not apply, and referred Bex 
Nchetl (supra jadeley v. The Consolidated Bank (38 ( ) 38 1 
Re Tuff (19 Q. B. D. 8&8 On the other side it was t led tha ! 


substance the lending af 
and Bi 
were referred to 
SARGANT, J., after stating the facts, said : When t ' s en 
there was no reason to think Slade was on the verge of ins ’ 
it his wife suspected or had any reason to think that th: 
ws entered into for the purpose of defeating Slade’s creditors The 
Act of 1882 would clearly have prevented Mrs. Slade from claiming in 
competition with her husband’s general creditors in respect of the loau 


the money and the giving of the bond were 
Leng (1895, 1 Ch. 652) and / rte Taylor 
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of £1,000; but it is equally clear that in 1910 the debt was completely 
put an end to, and after the giving of the bond Mrs. Slade cou!d not 


have sued her husband for the £1,000 or any part of it The cases 
of Ex parte Shed. Ex parte Taylor nd Re Tuff (supra) assist the 

simant's case. Fle Tuff shews that section 3 of the Act of 1882 is 
not to. be extended bevond its language, and certain observations in /a 


y rte Taylor appear to indieate that if a new transaction is entered 


into, the circumstances of the original transaction which brought it 
thin the section, are quite immaterial The claim must be admitted 
COUNSEI Barrington Ward, K.C., and Dight » Pollock - J. Harman 
SOLICITORS, Rawle, Johnatone & Co.,. for Treve Davies WVeWullen. a 


Bradtord, Yeovil ; Sharpe, Pritchard, & Co., for Rendall & Co., Yeovil 
[Reported by Lronagy Mar Barrister-at-Law.] 


High Court—K ing’s Bench Division. 
BENSUSAN v. BUSTARD. A. T. Lawrence and McC aridie, J.J 
l4th July. 


Emekcency LecistaTion—LanpLorp anp TENANT—LANDLORD'’s CLAIM 
For Possess1ion—No Oxper wape Acarnst TEnant—Costs—Covrnry 


Courts Act, 1888 (51 & 52 Viet. ©. 43), s. 113—-Increase or ReEN1 


aND MorrGace Interest (War Restrricrions) Act, 1915 (5 & 6 Gro 

5, c. 97)\—Rvutes or 1916, r. 17. 

On a claim by a landlord for possession of a dwell ng-house unde 
the Increase of Rent and Mortgage Interest (War Restrictions { 
1915, the « yunty court judge refused ft make rder against th 


defendant, but he made no order aa to roste 

Held, that the coats followed the ere t. accordance with ect 
113 of the County Courts Act, 1888, in default of any apecial dire 
hy the judae , and that aect +113 wee not ifiected by Riule 17 jf ti 
Jnerease of Rent and Mortgage interest (War Restrictions) Rules, 191 
which provide s for the determination i the « fe by an de ff 
county court judge. 


Appeal by the plaintiff: from the Brentford County Court Mrs 
Bensusan brought an action in the county court against Mr. H 
Bustard claiming possession of a dwelling house of which the defendant 
was tenant. The plaintiff purchased the house on 22nd March, 1919 
and on 25th March, 1919, she served a notice to quit on the defenda 
which expired on 24th June, 1919. At the time of the purchase, and 
the service of the notice, the house was not within the protection of t 
Increase of Rent and Mortgage Interest (War Restrictions) Act. 1915 
but. it subsequently became so by the passing of the In ase f he 
ind Mortgage Interest (Restrictions) Act, 1919; and in consequence of 


this the defendant refused to quit At the hearing of the actior 

30th April the county court judge found that there was 1 proot 
f alternative accommodation for the defendant, and refused to maké 
un order for recovery Of possession rhe unty court judge did 
not, at the hearing, make any order as to the payment of ats b 
either of the parties The plaintiff ippealed and one of the grounds 


of appeal was, that the judge, ten days after the matter had beer 
determined by him, and without either party appearing before hin 


issued an intimation or direction to the registrar of his court that 
although he (the learned judge) had made no order as to costs at the 
hearing, he had not intended to deprive the defendant t his sts 
The registrar acted on this intimation, and the costs were taxed 


against the plaintiff and paid. Section 115 of the County Courts A 

1888, provides that the coste of any action or matter in the court 
not therein otherwise provided for, shall be paid by or apportioned 
between the parties in such manner as the court shall think just, and 
in default of any special direction, shall abide the event of the action 
or matter, and execution may issue for the recovery of any su h costes 
in like manner as for any debt adjudged in the said court.” B 
Rule 17 of the Rent and Mortgage Interest (War Restrictions) Rules 
1916. costs do not follow the event, but must be awarded by an ordet 


f the judge. ‘‘ The costs of any application under the Act and these 
rules shall be in the absolute discretion of the court. The court ma 
either fix the amount of such costs, or allow them on the scale appli 
able to an interlocutory application in an action in respect of 


the different kinds of questions which arise under the Increase of Rent 
und Mortgage Interest (War Restrictions) Act, 1915 

LAWRENCE, J There. was no longer any appeal in this matter or 
substantive decision of the county court judge; but it was contended 
for the plaintiff that there was>a subsidiary right of appeal from the 
order of the county court judge in respect of costs; and the appea 


t he 


was brought against the order as entered by the registrar It appeared 
to him (Lawrence J.) that the appea! must fat It was based on t! 
ntention that the matter did not come within section 113 of the 


County Courts Act, 1 3. but was an application vhich must be deter 


mined speciality under the rules made for administering the Rent 


Restriction Acts It was quite true that the substance f the 
defence was the provisions of the tent Restriction \ 
which enabled the defendant t defeat the plaimtiff’s The 
Sut the words of Rule 17 of the Rent Restriction Act Rules, 1916 
did not seem to him (Lawrence, J.) to apply They did not pu 


port to repeal section 113 of the County Courts Act, 1888 Rule 17 
upplie.. to applications under the Rent Restriction Acts, and there we 
many applications with reference to rent and mortgages, and man 
things which were well covered by the words ‘ any application unde 
the Act and thefe rules.’" In was not necessary in order to give thes 
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c) f eave to distrain under section 6; or 
| wiser goles ATHERTONS 
’ i er a t-sectior f 
; , hich LIMITED, 
ma 4 r f tire t ? " 
judgm ) ec St Pay tb 63 & 64, Chancery Lane, LONDON, W.C. 
cour t s I if ts 
2. Aj c. An ap| THE ONLY RECOGNISED LAW PARTNERSHIP, 
count act f = ae oe SUCCESSION, AND AMALGAMATION AGENTS 
call it ! hou erest WHO HAVE ARRANGED PERSONALLY MOST 
apple the s 1 pi n,n OF THE IMPORTANT CHANGES IN LEGAL 
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1s - Telephone : 2482 Holborn. Telegrams : “ Alacrious, London.” 
| { { 
‘ t 
, LIMITED 
t | | 
; 63 & 64, Chancery Lane, LONDON, W.C. 
d 
, ? } j j 1914 (4 « f either party, made on the hearing of the application, and befor 
( i Vy Ll) Subject the registrar has given his decision, refer the matter to the judg 
the | I the Courts (hime P | s d J Che judge may ary o1 rescind any determination or order 
the ( I 1", | . pI ne de by the rewistrar, and may make such determination or ord 
the H P ; ‘ , is may be just ; 
nv fs } ( | P \ 1914 An application for suct iriation or rescission shall be made 
upp i a hyie tice writing im accordance with the ( ounty Court Rules as 
the I | Wd M lite Res ' «) Act. 1920 terlocutory applicatior s: and the notice shall be filed within 
apy s Ru } | share four clear days from the date of the determination or order of the 
(2) A 1, Ru li ‘ yvistrar md if it is not “0 filed no such app! ition shall be 
riz ; n yin § sehold ved to be made without leave of the judge 
inte " f | f tore se « Kvidence in Support of Application 
>) ts { Powers : , 
A ‘ ny ; f ; : . fj dence 4 support of appliati n" No atiidavit i support o 
— , | the application shall be used, except by laave of the court, but the 
— * ey . ee t shall hear or henes Combined a rt 
} i Shiai 1¢ i evidence me « ) , er dé v 
that het o 1 ' 4 ¢ ere ; etn I ‘ : 
( If eh ' tion | Power to hear Cases in Private 
it s t e to ) Power t ar casea im private The court may at any stag t 
whicl R ; uid I 8 Rest Act } the proceedings o1 n application under the Act order that the ca 
1920, ta but it le ent! . iru s thenceforward be heard im private 
is I ( t Frne P ) Act 1 | that . . 
th. ; ~ , aieeal dein om | Transter of Proceedings 
ex | " | the apt : DF | he « t 10. 7'ranefe f proceedings If during the progress of the proceed 
court ’ tion f eave to foreclose x ealize the Security | ing on any application it shail be made to appear to the judge that the 
under entioned Act ar t ( tv ( t Emergeney | same could be more conveniently heard in some other court, it sha 
Power Rule | those Rule sha my ccording!\ but if the | be competent to the judge to transfer the same to such other court 
amount } | sum sé ed the mortwave exceeds fi j and in any such case the provisiqns of section 85 of the County Courts 
hundred mp ition | t pr eed der the ust mer | Act, 1888, and section 10 of the County Courts Act. 1919. and of Orde 
tioned A ss the respondent ‘ to the mty rt having | VITL.. Rule 9, of ¢ County Court Rules shall apply 
jurisd t tte hich case the court s have jurisdic- | Decisidna of Cour 
tion to de th the application as an application for lea to foreclose | } 
or realiz he tw under th at mentioned Act. and’ Rules. and | 11. Decisions of Court 4on the hearing of the application or at ary 
those Ru Dp cordi - sdjournment thereof, the court. on proot of the service of the summons 
4) If it made t ippear to the irt that the mortgage is | if the respondeént does not 6 sper shall 
ona’ , eithe othe o ' d Acts applies, the applica (a) in. the case of an application under section 2 or section 9 or 
tie al os ‘ahtaadlie’ ail : section 5, sub-section (6) determine the question raised or make o1 
‘ a refuse the order or declaration asked for; or 
a’ ! , 4 , / » § I 15 md 4 \ | 4) in the case of an applic ation under sub-section (3) of sectior 
appiicatio ler these Rules other tl the applications referred to | 12 apportion the rent or rateable value ; or 
in rules 19 1 20) shall be made | means of a summons accordit ° (ec) in the case of an application under section 6 give or refuse 
to sucl ‘ the forms in the Appendix as shall be applicable to the . or 
ei } ‘ » 7 "§ ‘ _ . : . , > = * 
case, ©! eu I e M atte! of the I ease of Re nd Mortgage (d) in the case of an application under section 7 make or refuse 
Interest (Ri ‘ s) Act, 1920 in order authorizing the mortgagee to call in or enforce the mort 
PP ration Filing i i N nee gave: or 
K- Beas , ‘ } nia ss Mio summons shail be-| (¢) in the case of any application make such other dete rminati 
' : : , . care aa order or declaration in the matter as the court shall think fit 
prepared ‘ ipplicar ind hied h the rewistrar ! is many : 
copl S ‘ ! artic t he served Provided that any summons Power to impose Conditions 
with the necessat ypies, may, if the registrar so thinks fit, be pre 12. Power to impose conditions on application*hy mortgagee.\—On an 
pared ir fice ind the reé ist ir shall examine, complete, sea and ipplication for an order authorizing a mortgagee to call in and enfor 
sign the s a s and copie ind return the copies to the applicant for + mortcace, the court may. after considering all the circumstances 
service | the case and the position of all the parties make or refuse to make the 
y t Substit service order subject to such conditions as the court may think fit 
6 l . The sammons shall be served on every Certificates, Orders or Deeldrations on Applications 


person affected thereby four clear days at least before the day fixed for 


the heari: f the summons, unless*the judge or registrar wives lea 


for short« ¢ ‘ On an application by the Sanitary Authority under 
section 2. sub-section (2) motice in writing of the summons sha be 
given t he tenant by the Sanitary Authority 

(2) Mode iN re Service shall be effected wm accordance with | 
the provisions of Order LIV Rules 2 and 3. of the ¢ ounty Court Rules 
as to service ft notice of an interlocutory application 

(3) Subatituted Ne ce The practice of the courts as to substituted 
service of immonses and notices shal ip} ly to summonges under these 


Rules 
Applications to Legistrar 


7. Application to reqiatrar Any application under these Rules may 
be made to the registrar, subject to the following ‘provirions 
(a) The registrar may in any case, and shall on the application 


13. Certificate or order on application.}—When the court has 
its decision on any application, a certificate of the determination of 
court, or an order or declaration in accordance with the decision of tl 
court, shall be prepared and sealed and signed by the registrar, and 
duplicates thereof shall be delivered to the bailiff, who shall withir 
twenty-four hours send the same by post or otherwise, to the parties 
but it shall not be necessary for, the party in whose favour a certificat 
or order or declaration is made to prove, previously to taking proceed 
ings thereon, that it was posted or reached the opposite party 


General Provisions aa to Procedure on {pplications 


14. Ordinary practice of the court to he followed.}—Subject to t 
provisions of the Act and these Rules. the practice and procedure ot 
the court in an action, and in particular the practice and procedur 
with respect to the summoning of witnesses, and with respect to dis 
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wovery and inspection of documents, shal], with the necessary modifi- 
«ations, apply to ings on an application under the Act. 

15. Fees.}—(1) The following fees shall be payable under Schedule B, 
Part 1., of the Treasury Order regulating Fees in the County Courts, 
on applications under the Act and these Rules, in lieu of all other fees 
on such proceedings, viz. :- 

On an application for an order or declaration or the dete: 
mination of a question relating to the increase of rent of premises 
or for leave to distrain 

6d. in the £ or part of a £, calculated on 4 weeks 
standard rent (or on an application under section 9 the 
actual rent) of the premises, or in the case of leave to 
distrain on the rent to be distrained for, but not ex- «. d 


ceeding aS 
On an application for the apportionment of rent or rateable 
value or for cempensation under section 5, sub-section 6 i0 0 
On an application for an order authorizing a mortgagee to 
call in and enforce a mortgage wo 0 


The foregoing fees shall include drawing, sealing and issuing the 
certificate or order, and the fee prescribed by paragraph 12 of Part | 
of Schedule B of the Fees Order shall not be taken 

(2) On summonses to witnesses, the fees prescribed by Schedule A 
of the Fees Order shal! be taken. 

(3) On applications for discovery or inspection of documents, and 
on applications for rescission or variation of orders or judgments unde: 
section 5, sub-section 3, the fees prescribed by paragraphs 10 and 12 of 
Part I. of Schedule B of the Fees Order shall be taken 

(4) The court may remit or excuse in whole or in part any fee paid 
or payable under this Rule 


Coats. 


16. Costs.}—(1) The costs of any application under the Act and these 
Rules shall be in the absolute discretion of the court 

(2) The court may either fix the amount of such costs, or allow them 
on the scale applicable to an interlocutory application in an action 
for an amount equal to— 

(a) in the case of an application for an order or declaration or 
determination of a question relating to the increase of rent, or 
for leave to distrain, the amount on which fees are payable under 
Rule 15; or 

(5) in the case of an application to aupertion rent or rateable 
value, one-half of the annual rent or rateable value apportioned to 
the premises; or 

(c) in the case of an application for an order authorizing a mort 
gagee to call in and enforce the mortgage, the amount of the prin 
cipal sum secured : Provided that Cclumn B of the Scale shall 
apply in all cases above twenty pounds, to the exclusion of Column 
C 


(3) Where the amount does not exceed ten pounds, there may lx 
allowed for all work done by a solicitor in relation to the application 


a € 
If the amount exceeds £2 but does not exceed £5 ... 6 8 
If the amount exceeds £5 but does not exceed £10 10 0 


(4) In the case’ of an application for compensation under section 5 
sub-section 6, the court may either fix the amount of such costs o1 
allow them on the scale applicable in an action 

(5) In the case of any other application the court shall fix the 
amount of such costs. 

(6) The court may direct that any costs allowed shall be payable 
by the opposite party, or, in the case of an application for an order 
authorizing a mortgagee to call in and enforce a mortgage, that they 
shall be included in the security; and any order directifig payment 
of costs shal? be tncluded in the certificate or order, and shall be 
enforceable in the same manner as an order for payment of costs made 
in an action. 

Forms 


17. Forms.}—(1) The forms in the Appendix hereto, with such modi- 
fications as may be necessary, shall be used for summonses, applica- 
tions, certificates and orders under the Act and these Rules. 

(2) The registrar of any court may apply to the Treasury for any of 
the said forms to be printed and supplied to him, and if the appli 
cation is granted may obtain such forms and supply the same without 
charge for the use of parties requiring the same. 

Proceedings jor the Recovery of Rent or Mortgage Interest, or for the 

Recovery of Possession of Tenements or Ejectment of Tenants. 

18. On proceedings for recovery of rents or mortgage interest, or for 
recovery of possession or ejectment, regard to be had to the Act.} 
Where proceedings are taken in the County Court for the recovery of 
rent of any premises to which the Act applies, or of interest on a 
mortgage to which the Act applies, or for the recovery of possessidn of 
any premises to which the Act applies, or for the ejectment of a 
tenant from any such premises, the court shall, before making an 
order for the recovery of such rent or interest, or for recovery of 
possession or ejectment, satisfy itself that such order may properly be 
made, regard being had to the provisions of the Act. 

Death of Tenant Intestate 


19. Death of tenant intestate.|.—Where, on the death of a tenant 
intestate, a member of his family requires the decision of the Court 
under the latter part of section 12, sub-section 1 (g) of the Act, the 


the notices to be given to and the attendance of all such persons as 
may be interested as he shall think fit, and he (or the registrar, if so 
directed by him) shall consider what may be urged (either orally or in 
writing) by or on behalf of such persons, and thereupon give his deci- 
sion: provided that the registrar's decision may be varied by the 
judge pursuant to Rule 7. Rule 13, relating to certificates of decisions, 
shall apply to a decision under this sub-section if se directed by the 
judge. 


1 pplicat for Stay Reaciaaion Vartatior Orders Judgmenta, 
20 i pplications for stay, resciasion or variation of rderea ; judg- 

4 : 
ments. | An application to the court for stay, suspension, discharge, 
rescission or variation of orders or judgments under section 5, sab- 


section (2) or (3) may be made on notice in writing in accordance with 
the County Court Rules as to interlo utory applications 
The 9th day of July, 1920 
Binkenneap, C. 
We, the undersigned, two of the Commissioners of His Majesty's 
Treasury, do hereby, with the consent of the Lord Chancellor, order 
that the several fees specified in Rule 15 of the foregoing Rules shall 
be taken on the proceedings therein mentioned, in lieu of all other 
fees for the pro eedings therein set forth 
James PARKER, 
J. Towyn Jones. 


I neur in the above orders as to fees 
Binkenneap, C, 
The 9th day of July, 1920 ° 
APPENDIX 
Owing to consideration of space forms of certificates d orders are 


not printed 
1 
Summons for Determination of Vueastion » Declaration or Order 
relating to Increase of Rent under Section 2, sub-sectiona (1) or (3) 
In the County Court of . holden at 
In the Matter of the Increase of Rent and Mortgage Interest 
(Restrictions) Act, 1920 
No. of Appl ition 


Bet ween 


iB 
address and 
description) Applicant, 
and 
cp 
addreas and 
dear ription) Respondent. 
To 
of 
Take Norice, that you are hereby summoned to attend this Court on 
, the day of at the hour of in the 
noon, on the hearing of an application on the part of 
of for the dv termination, 
pursuant to the above-mentioned Act, of a question [or for a declaration 
or order} relating to the increase of rent of certain premises for of 


part, that is to say (here specify the part) 
of certain premises}, to which the said Act applies, situate at 

and known as 

of which the applicant is the tenant and you the respondent are the 


landlord [or of which you the respondent are the tenant and the sappli- 
cant is the landlord], the question being 

[in respect of the transfer to the tenant of certain burdens and liabili- 
ties previously borne by the Jandlord [or in respect of the transfer to 
the landlord of certain burdens and liabilities previous borne by the 
tenant], 

for there atate the question to he determined or the declaration or order 
asked for} 

and for an order providing for the costs of the application 


Anp rurTHER Take Norice, that if you do not attend in person or by 
your solicitor at the time and place above mentioned such proceedings 
will be taken and determination or declaration or order made as the 
court may think just 


Dated this day of . 19 
By the Court 
° Registrar. 
To the reaponde nt, 
naming him). 
2 
Summons far Order authorizing Mortqaqee fo call n and enfarce 


Mortgage 


In the County Court of , holden at 





judge shall give such directions as to the procedure to be followed, and 


In the Matter of the Increase of Rent and Mortgage Interest 
Restrictions) Act, 1920 
No. of application ; 
Bet ween 
1.B 
addre an and 
description) Applicant, 
and 
C.D 
address and 
deacription) Respondent. 
To 
of 
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Paxe Notice, that you are heteby summoned to attend this Court on 
, the day of at. the hour of in the 

hearing of an application on the part of 

of for an order that 
notwithstanding the provisions of the above mentioned Act, the 
said may be at liberty to call in and enforce a certain mort 
gage to which the said Act applies, dated the day of , granted 
by you the respondent to the applicant and assigned 
by him to the applicant] on certain leasehold property situate at 

and known as 
on the ground that the security is seriously diminishing in value or is 
otherwise in jeopardy, and that for that reason it is reasonable that the 
mortgage should be called in and enforced, 
and for an order providing for the costs of the application 


noon, on the 


or to 


Anp rurtTHer Take Notice, that if you do not attend in person o1 by 
your solicitor at the time and place above mentioned such proceedings 
wil) be taken and determination made as the court may think just 

Dated this day of i 
By the Court 
Registrar 
To (the re pondent 
naming him 


o 


Certificate on Application for Determination of Question or Declaration 


r Oirder relating to Increase of Rent under Section 2. aub-section (1) 
| 
Irder | / Order auth rizing Vortgagee fo all in and 
enforce Vortgage 
5 
Sump {pportionment of Rent or Rateable Value of Prope rly 
under Section 12, sub-section (3) 
In the County Court of , holden at 
In the Matter of the Increase of Rent and Mortgage Interest 
(Restrictions) Act, 1920 
No. of Application 


jetween 


agarées2 a i 
descripti n Applicant 
i 
ddresa and 
dea ription 


Re spondent 


re 
| 
lake Norice, that you are hereby summoned to attend this court o1 
the day of , at the hour of in the 
noor n the hearing of an application on the part of 
f , for the apportionment of the rent 
he 3rd day of August, 1914 lor (if the property wae last let before 
first let after the 3rd August, 1914, insert the date at which it was 
let; see Act, Seetion 12, Sub-section 1 (a) 
lor the rateable value on the 3rd day of August, 1914 [or (if ¢/ pra: 
perty was first assess4Ad after that date, insert the date at which it we 
frat asaeaaed ] 
t certain property tuate at 
ind known as 
ind comprisin rtain premises part, that is to say (here specify 
the art 
ft certain premises! situate at 
and known a 
for the purpose of determining the standard rent r the rateable 


alue] of the said premise vr of the abov of the said 
premises] for the purposes of the 
ind for an order providing for the 

AND FURTHER TAKE Norice, that if 


ur solicitor at the time and place 


e-mentioned part 
above-mentioned Act, 

osts of the application 
you do not attend in person or by 
ibove-mentioned such proceeding 


vill be taken and determination made as the court may think just 
Dated this day of 19 
By the Court. 
r Registrar 
ls the respondent 


naming hin 
To be continued.) 


Board ot Trade Order. 


THE PROFITEERING ACTS, 1919 AND 1920, ORDER (NO. 12 
[ Recital ] 
Now, therefore, the Board of Trade do hereby declare that the 


articles of food set out in the Schedule annexed hereto are articles of 
a kind in common use by the public, and do hereby order that section 
1 of the Profiteering Act, 1919 (9 & 10 Geo. 5. c. 66), as amended by 
the Profiteering (Amendment) Act, 1920 (10 & 11 Geo. 5. c. 13), shall 
apply to each article of food specifically mentioned in the Schedule 
hereto. 








This Order shall come into force as from the sixteenth day of July, 
1920, and may be cited as the Profiteering Acts, 1919 and 1920, Order 
No. 12 


SCHEDULE 


The following articles of food 
ment with the Food Controller) 

47a. Poultry and Rabbits. 

18. Evgs 

49. Butter (Home produced) 

SO Bac on Home produced) 


51. Cheese (Home produced ) 


(included in this Schedule by ree- 


(same 


13th July Gazette, 16th Ju 
Ministry of Food Orders. 
THE MEAT (REGISTRATION OF RETAILERS) ORDER, 1920. 


1. Registration of Retail Meat Dealers.}\—(a) A person shall not at 
sny time after the 3rd July, 1920, deal in meat by retail either on his 
ywn behalf or on behalf of any other person except in, about or in 
connection with premises in respect of which he is the Frolder fa 
certificate of registration as a retail meat dealer for the time being 
in force and issued by or under the authority of the Food Controller, 
but this clause shall not prevent a retail dealer duly reg 
selling from his cart in the ordinary course of bysiness. 

(b) A retail dealer may be registered as a hawker or costermonger, 
und in such case he shall sell meat only from his cart, stall or 
and at such other place, if any, as may be named in the certificat 

2. Mode of Application for a Certipcate.]- Every applic ation for a 
certificate of registration under this Order shall be made to the Com- 
missioner for the division in which the premises are situate on a form 
prescribed by the Food Controller, and every applicant shall furnish 
upon such form a true statement of the particulars required for com- 
pleting the same, signed by the « ‘pple ant or his duly authorized agent. 
Where the person is applying for registration in respect cf 
premises situate in more than one division, separate application shall 
be made in each division in respect of the premises situate therein, 
und in the case of a hawker or costermonger application shall be made 
to the Commissioner for the division in which he resides at the time 

such application. 

6. Transfer of Business.|—In the event of the transfer of the 
business in connection with which a certificate of registration is held, 
or in the event of the death of the holder of a certificate, it shal! be 
lawful for the transferee or other person claiming under the holder of 
such certificate on making an application for a new certificate to deal 
in meat by retail from the date of such application until the decision 
thereon is intimated by the Commissioner in the same manner as the 
holder of the certificate was entitled to deal by virtue thereof afid 
subject to the conditions under which the certificate was held. 

7. Existing Certificates.) Certificates of registration granted under 
the Meat (Control) Order, 1917, and in force at the date of the com- 
mencement of this Order shall continue in force and shall be deemed 
to have been granted under this Order. 

3. Interpretation.|—For the purposes of this Order : 


, 
stered trom 


bar row 


same 


‘Division’ in the application of this Order to England and 
Wales means a division mentioned in the Divisional Food Com- 
missioners (Powers) (England and Wales) Order, 1920 [S.R. & 0. 


No. 973 of 1920), 
means Scotland 
Commissioner 


and in the application of this Order to Scotland 


with respect to any division in Eng- 
land and Wales, the person appointed by the Food Controller as 
divisional Food Commissioner for the division and in Scotland the 
person appointed by the Food Controller as Food Commissione! for 


Scotland 


means 


Cattle shall include, in addition to cattle usually so called, 
calves, sheep, lambs, goats and swine. 
‘Meat”’ shall mean any meat including sausages and edible 


offal obtained from cattle-as defined, but shall not include bacon, 
ham, preserved or potted meats or cooked meats. 
9. Penalty.|—Infringements of this Order are summary offences 


against the Defence of the Realm Regulations. 


10. Revocation.|\—The Meat (Control) Order, 1917, as amended is 
hereby revoked as on the 4th July, 1920 ([S.R. & O.; No. 1203 of 1917 
and No. 1094 of 1919), but without prejudice to any proceedings in 
respect of any contravention thereof. 

ll. Title and Extent.J—(a) This Order may be cited as the Meat 
(Registration of Retailers) Order, 1920. 

(h) This Order shall not apply to Treland. 
24th June 
NOTICE OF REVOCATION 


of the powers conferred upon him by the Defence of 
the Realm Regulations, and of all other powers enabling him in that 
behalf, the Food Controller hereby revokes as on the 3rd July, 1920, 
the Orders specified in the Schedule hereto, but without prejudice to 
any proceedings in respect of any contravention thereof. 


3rd July 


In exercise 


SCHEDULE. 


Order, dated 1st May, 1917. Requisitioning certain Burmah peas 


and beans. 
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The 
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S.R. & O., No. 457 of 1917 
sition) Order, 1917. 


S.R. & oO . No. 511 of 1917 The Bear s Peas ind Pulse (Retail 
Prices) Order, 1917. 
S.R. & O., No. 1083 of 1918. The Beans, Peas and Pulse Requi 


sitign) (Amendment) Order, 1918 
rHE BACON, HAM AND LARD (SALES) ORDER, 1920 
General Licence 7 


On and after the 19th July, 1920, until further notice, 
bacon and ham may be bought and sold by retail free from the pre 


,visions of the Bacon, Ham and Lard (Sales) Order, 1920 [S.R. & O.., 
Nos. 489 and 682 of 1920], except the provisions of Clauses 8 and 10 
as to labelling and the production of books of account, records and 


mvoes. 


ith July, 1920 


The following Ministry of Food Orders have also been issued 


Order Amending the Potatoes Order, 1920. llth June 
Order Amending the Butter Order, 1920. 18th June 
The Meat (Maximum Prices) Order, 1920. 22nd June 
The Slaughterhouses (Licensing) Order, 1920. 24th June 


The Divisional Food Commissioners (Powers England a: 
Wales) Order, 1920. 24th June 

The Food Commissioner for’ Scotland Powers) Order, 1920 
24th June. 


The Food Control Committees (Audit of Accounts) Order, 1920 


24th June 





Societies. 


Bar Council. 


Mr. d. F. P. Rawlinson, K.C . M.P., has been elected Vice-( hairman 
of the Council, and Mr. Hoiman Gregory, K.C., M.P., has 
appointed a Member of the Council in the place of Mr. Foote, K.C 
resigned. : 





The Hardwicke Sox iety. 


The Lord Chancellor was the chief guest of the Hardwicke Society 
its annual dinner, held on the 15th inst., at the Holborn Restaurant 
Mr. A. W. Ewart Wort, president of the club, was in the chair. The 
other guests included Sir H. E.- Duke (President of the Probate 
Divorce, and Admiralty Division), Mr. Justice Eve, Lord Tiverton, the 
Hon. James Beck, Master Sir T. Willes Chitty, Mr. Patrick Hastings 
K.C., Mr. J. B. Matthews, K.C., Sir Charles Biron, Sir John Seymou 
Lloyd, and Sir Charles Bird 

Mr. Justice Eve, in responding to the toast of rhe 
that, looking back over a professional career which began forty-one 
years ago that day, he could truthfully declare that no twelve years 


Sench said 


The Beans, Peas and Pulse (Requi 


imported 


been 


of that career had been so happy as those during which he had been a | 


Judge. . 

The Lord Chancellor, in responding for the guests, whose health 
was proposed by Mr. Valentine Ball, said, with reference to politica 
affairs, that autocracy had been stricken to its knees, but it was to 
soon to say that democracy had entered into its kingdom. The world 
was confronted at this moment with problems throughout Europe for 
which no solution had yet been found. A solution must be found, o1 
the war would have been fought in vain 





Gray's Inn Library. 


During the Long Vacation the Library will be open as follows 
August Ist to 31st, 10 a.m. to 2 p.m. (closed on Saturdays). Septem 
ber lst to October 9th, 10 a.m. to 4 p.m. (Saturdays, 10 a.m. to 1 p.m 





Taw Courts Roll of Honour. 


On Friday, the 16th inst., the Lord Chancellor unveiled, in the 
Central Hall of the Law Courts, a memorial to the members of the 
staff employed in the Royal Courts of Justice who died in the war 
The tablet, of bronze, is placed in a central panel of the western 
wall of the hall, near the entrance. Beneath the record of the years 
of the war, 1914-1918, it bears the words “ Royal Courts of Justice 
Roll of Honour. Died in the service of their country.’’ Then follow 
the names of twenty-six members of the staff, with the branch of the 
services in which each served and the rank which he bore.. The Lord 
Chancellor stood on one side of the tablet and the Lord Chief Justice 
on the other side. Near them were Lord Sterndale, Sir H. Duke, 
Lord Justice Scrutton, Lord Justice Warrington, and Justices Darling, 
Eve, P. 0. Lawrence, Astbury, Russell, Hill, Rowlatt, Horridge and 
Swift. 

After a dedicatory prayer read by the Master of the Temple, the 





Lord ( har oe llor inveils d the tablet, ind the Last Post ay was 
sounded by a bugler of the Inns of Court O.T.C 

fhe Lord Chancellor paid a tribute to the memory of those whom 
he described as solicitous and friendly attendants in those halls, to 


whose kindness during many years the practitioners in the Courts owed 


mucl 
No one would pass in the centuries to come who would not find tame 
ulance at the memorial and to reflect that the administration of 
justice would have become impossible had it not been for the efforts of 
those whom they mourned and of their ides the wat He 
ed the lines of an Irish writer 
On Famte’s eternal camping-ground 
Their silent tents are spread 
And Glory iards with solemn 1 d 
The bivoua f the dead 
Che Lord Chief Justice joined in the | the fallen, and 
nenttoned that 236 members of tl f the had joined the 





Falsely Pretending to be a Solicitor. 


| 


At Birmingham 1 the 12th inst., J. T. Rains, of 67a, Corporation 
street, Birmingham, agent, was charged before the Deputy Stipendiary 
Mr. Bertram Grimley), under section 12 of the Solicitors Act, 1874, 


that he unlawfully did wilfully and falsely pretend to be duly qualified 


to act as a solicitor 


On 13th May, 1920, Rains wrote to a Harborne resident demanding 
payment of £12 10s., and stating I must request you to pay the 
ibove amount at my office on or before Thursday morning next, other 
wise I am instructed to take proceedings to recover same.’ The letter 
was written and signed by him in his own name on the printed heading 
fan estate agent, in whose employ he was 

Mr. T. H. Ekins (Bowman & Ekins, Birmingham) prosecuted for the 
Law Society Hie said the prosecution was not brought in any spirit 
if vindictiveness but as a warning, and in order to protect the public 
from unqualified persons Apart from the creditor himself or his 
employees, legal proceedings on behalf of another could only be taken 
by a qualified solicitor, and in addition to the threat contained in the 
etter, the fact that it was written on professional notepaper from a 
business address was calculated to create the impression in the mind of 
4 person receiving suc h a letter that the writer was a pr fessional person 


In this way 
1 solicitor 


He 


eedings on behalf of others 
represented himself to be 
guilty 


take le gal pro 
unphi 
ippe ared 


with powel to 
the defendant had 
The defendant vi 


ation 
person, pleaded not 
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admitted sending the letter, but said he had acted quite innocently. 
He had written the letter on behalf of a friend with the intention that 
if proceedings had to be taken, a solicitor should act. 

‘he Deputy Stipendiary.said that the defendant had done something 
for another person which only a solicitor could lawfully do, and in his 
opinion, the printed heading was used with the object of creating a 
certain impression. Taking into consideration the defendant's position, 
he would not inflict the maximum penalty, but a fine of three guineas 
with two guineas special costs, or twenty-five days’ imprisonment 





Legal News, 


Appointment. 


Mr. Wittiam Micwaer Spence, one of the Conveyancing Council to 
the Court, has been elected a Bencher of Lincoln’s Inn, in succession 
to the late Sir Henry Sutton 


General. 


It is stated in Queensland legal circles that the fact that Mr. T. J. 
Ryan, the late Premier of that State, has become a K.C. foreshadows 
his appointment as Chief Justice of Queensland, immediately the 
Judges’ Retirement Bill, which provides for the compulsory retirement 
of Supreme Court Judges, is passed by Parliament. Under the provi- 
sions of that measure three of the present Judges will probably be 
retired, and, in addition to Mr. Ryan, it is thought that Mr. H. D. 
Macrossan and Mr. J. W. Blair will be elevated to the Bench 

A juvenile laboratory is a new addition to the machinery of the 
Courts of Denver, through which wayward boys and girls pass before 
Judge Ben P. Lindsey. Upon the manner in which the boy or girl 
passes the mental and physical tests depends the ultimate disposal of 
his or her case. Judge Lindsey asserted that a wayward girl has three 
ages. He explains it in this manner. A girl may be thirteen years 
old, have the physical development of a girl of eighteen, and the mental 
development of a child of ten years. An appropriation has been granted 
for the conduct of the proposed laboratory, and the authorities are 
seeking to obtain the services of expert psychologists to take charge of 
the work 





Court Papers. . 


Supreme Court ot Judicature. 
Rota OF REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE OW 


Date EMERGENCY APrYmal COURT ur. Justice Mr Justice 
- ROTA. No. 1. ve. SARGANT. 
"Monday, Jaly 26 Mr. Goldschmidt Mr. Borrer Mr. Bloxam Mr, Synge 
Tuesday ...... 27 Leach Goldschmidt Borrer Bloxam 
Wednesday . 25 Charch Leach Goldsehmi it Borrer 
Thursday .... 2 Farmer Charch Leach Goldschmidt 
Priday...... 80 Jolly Farmer Church Leach 
Saturday .... 31 Svnge dolly Farmer Charch 
Date Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice FP. 0, Mr Justice 
. ASTBURY PETERSON. LAWRENCE. RUSSELL. 
Monday, July 26 Mr. Farmer Mr. Leach Mr. Jolly Mr. Chureh 
Tuesday ...... 27 Jolly Charch Synge Farmer 
Wednesday.... 28 Synge Farmer Bloxam Joliy 
Thursday .... 2 Bloxam Joly Borrer Synge 
Friday ........ 30 sorrer Synge Goldschmidt Bloxam 
Saturday .... 31 Goldschmidt Bloxam Leach Borrer 


The Long Vacation will commence on Monday, the 2nd day of August, 1920, an‘ 
terminate on Monday, the 11tb day of Uctober, 1920, inclusive. 





Winding-up Notces. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY, 
London Gazette.—Frivar, July 9 
Peacock & Uo. (Buisto.), Lrp.—Oreditors are required, on or before Avg. 12, to 
eon their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
James Peddan Emett, 18, Saint Nicholas-st., Bristol, liquidator 
Powo.ny's, Lrp.-Creditors are required, on or before Aug. 13, to send their names 
and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to John Gordon. 7, 
Bond-pl., Leeds 


’ quidator 

Ansow Mit, Lrp. (ln Voluntary Liguipation.)—Creditors are required, on or 
before A 7, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their 
debts or claims, to Archibald Yearsley, 27, Brazennose-st., Manchester, liquidator 

Dicken Gaeexw Mut Co. Lrp. (In Veotontany Ligvurpation.)—Creditore are re 
quired, on or before Aug. 7, to send their names and addresses,eand the par 
ticulars of their debts or claims, to Harold Longbottom, 751, Roadale-rd., hos 
ton, near Oldham, liquidator 

F. J. Woops & Oo., Lav.—COreditors are required, on or before July 2, to send 
their names and addresses, and particulars of their debts or claims, to Cunliffe 
Thompson Wood, 69, Corporation-st , Manchester, liquidator 

ASHTON-UNDeRdLIN® Masonic Hatt (1915), Lrp.—Creditors are required, on or before 
Aug. 7, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debte 
or claims, to Ernest Broadbent, 1, 2 and 3, Clarence Arcade-chmbre., Ashton- 
under-Lyne, liquidator 

Lestis and Martin, Lrp.—Creditors are required, on or before Aug. 13, to send 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
Walter Bonavia, 235, High Holborn, liquidator 

W.-H. Otos, Lev. (In Votontany Ligurpation.)—Creditors are required on or 
before A 6, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their 
debts or claims, to John Hodgkin, liquidator, c/o Batten & Co., 13, Victoriast., 
Westminster ; 

Mancnesten Orcie Components, Lrp.—Creditors are requirel, on or before Aug. 14, 
to send in their names and addresses, with particulars of their debts or claims, 
to J Wheatley Jones, 19, Cooper-st., Manchester, liquidator 
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LAW REVERSIONARY INTEREST SOCIETY 


LIMITED, 
No. 15, LINCOLN’S INN FIELDS, LONDON, W.C. 
ESTABLISHED 1863. 

Canes Ot eB. ee ae oa £400,000 
Debenture Stock sot pe a 40 £331,130 
REVERSIONS PURCHASED. ADVANCES MADE THEREON, 
Forms of Proposal and full information can be obtained at the Society's Ofice 

G. H, MAYNE, Secretary. 





London Gazette.—Tvespary, July 13 


Hove Ever Conservative Circe & Bowling Green Co., Ltp.—Creditore are required, 
on or before Aug. 9, to send in their names and addresses, and the particulars 
of their debts or claims, to Joshua Hall, Bank-bidgs., Brighouse, liquidator 

Emrress SPinnine Co., Ltp.—Oreditors are required, on or before Aug. 21, to ead 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, te 
James Todd, 7, Winckley-sq., Preston, liquidator 

Hexsnaw Sreeer Strnnine Co., Lep.—Oreditors are required, on or before Aug. 21, 
to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, 
to Harokd Hague, Retirochmbrs., Waterloo-t.. Oldham, liquidator 

Berstritz, Lrp.—Creditors are required, on or before Aug. 9, to send in their 
names and addresses, with particulars of their debts or claims, to Norman 
Percy Howieson, 44, Bedford-row, liquidator. 

Buseysipe Tea Company of Crytox, Lap.—Creditors are required, on or before 
Aug. 31, to send in their names and addresses, with partiwulars of their debts 
or claims, to Robert Stewart, 16, Philpot-lane, liquidator 

Suawcroven Mitt Oo., Lrp.—Creditors are required, on or before Aug. 14, to send 
their names and addressee, and the particulars of their devts or -claims, to 
John Wild, 27, Queen-st., Okdham, liquidator 

Cattanp, Lee & Co., Lap.—Creditors are reauired, on or before Aug. 21, to send 
n their names and addresses, and particulars af ‘their debts or claims, to Vernon 
Walker, of Messrs. Shuttleworth & Haworth, “loyd’s Bank.bidvs.. King-st., 
Manchester, liquidator 

Provincia, Bertpives Co., Lrp. (Ix Vourntany Ligriparion.)—Crelitors are re 
quired, on or before Aug. 13, to send their names and addresses, and the par- 
ticulare of their debts or claims, to Arthur Stephen Brewis, 36, Spring-gdns 
Manchester, liquidator. 

J. Horxinsow & Co., Ltp. (Is Votenrarny Ligvurpatioyx.)—Croditors are required, 
on or before July 31, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of 
their debts or claims, to Charles Edward Hobson, Britannia Works, Huddere 
field, liquidator 





London Gazette.—Faipar, July 16. 


Wuessor Founprr Co. Ltp.—Creditors are required, on or before Aug. 24, to send 


their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Sir 
William Barclay Peat, 11, Ironmonger-lane, liquidator. 

Suextey Trust & INvestwent Co., Lrp.—Creditore are to send, on or before Ang. 
17, particulars of their debts and claims to O. Leo, Thomson, 47, Lincoln's Inn 


fields, liquidator 

Norrma Merroro.itan Taeatres, Lro. (IN Vonuntany Ligtipation <reditors are 
required, on or before Auy. 5, to send their names and addresses, and the 
particulars of their debts or claims, to D. R. Blair, 187, Picoadilly, liquidator 
My Garpen I[tivsteatep,”’ Lrp.—Oreditors are required, on or before Aug. 3f, 
to send their names und addresses, and the particulare of their debts or claims 
to Albert Edward Tilley, 8, Staple-inn, Holborn, liquidator 

Warrsy Steam Suirrixne Co., Lro.—Creditors are required, on or before Aug. HM, 
to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or 
claime, to Geoffrey Bostock, 2), lronmonger-lane, liquidator 

Wetsa Pratisaise Oo.. Lrp.—Creditors are required, on or before Aug. 2), te 
send their names and eddresses, and the particulars af their debts or claims, 
to W. J. Parry, Coetmor-chmbre., Bethesda, N. Wales, liquidato: 

Cextory Rinne Seryyxixe Co. Lrp.—Creditors are required, on or before Aug. 3, 
to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their delts or claims, 
to John Hudson, 10, Acresfield, Bolton, liquidator. 

LONDON aNd Countries WHotesate Meat Svrrty Association, Ltp.—< reditors are 
required, on or before July 31, to send their names and adkdresses, and par 
ticulers of their debts or claims, to William Goldstein, 2 and J 
eq., liquidator. 

New Bricoate Picrere Hovses, Lrp,—Creditors are required, on or before Aug 
23, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or 
claims, to Thomas Fawley Judge, Parliamentchmbrs., Quay «st., Kingston-upon- 
Hull, liquidator. 

St. Herens anv District Aoricurtora, Trapine Society, Lep.—Creditore are 
required, on or before Aug. 3, to send their names and addresses. and particulars 
of their debts or claims, to W. Senior Ellis, 17, George «t., St. Helens, liquidator. 


London Gazette.—-Turspay, July 20. 


Cateponian Mrtran Company, Lrp. (In Votontany Ligripation.)—Creditors are 
required, on or before Aug. 19, to send their names and addresses, and the 
particulars of their debts or claims, to Harry Coleman Richardson, 18, Eldon- 
#t., liquidator. 

Barer Bannerr & Co., Lrp.—(reditors are required, on or before Aug. 7, to 
send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debte or claims, 
to Hugh Beswiek, liquidator, c/o said Company. 

Patais Rovate Dances, Ltp.—Creditors are required, on or before Aug. 16, to send 
their names and ackdresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
Rebert Barlow Tyler, 1, Queen Victoria-st., liquidator. 

BRepear Estates Co., Lap. i are required, on or before Aur. 16, to send 
their names and addresees, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Joba 
Groves Bradburn, 25, Acresfield, Bolton, liquidator. 

Burrenworrs Hatt Srixnxixa Co., Lr. (In Votcytary Ligvrpatrox.)—Creditors 
are required, on or before Aug. 19, to send their names and addresses, and the 
particulars of their debts or claims, to Frank Sharp Abbott, 4, Chapel-walk, 
Manchester, I quidator 

Atsent New Miit Oo., Lp. (Ix Votcnwrany Liguipation.)—Oredors are required 
on or before Aug. 21, to send their names and addreeses, and rticulars of 
their debts or claims, to Arthur Knowles, Egerton-st., Heywood, liquidator. 

Horwoop Mitss, Lrp. (Ix Votvwtary Ligurpation,)—Oreditors are required, on 
or before Aug. 21, to send in their names and addresses. and particulars of 
their debts or claims, to Arthur Knowles, Egertan-st.,; Heywood, liquidator 

East Lancasmine Waotrsate Meat Svrriy Associatios, Lrp,—Creditors are ré 
quired, on or before Aug. 3, to send their names and addresses, and particulars 
of their debts or claims, to Thomas Hugill Knowles, 1, Elm-st., Water-st., 
Manchester, liquidator 

Laeps Prstic Cocoa Horses Comrayy, Ltp.—OCreditors are required, on or befor 
July 30, to send in their names and sddresses, with partioulars of their debts 
or claims, to Norman D. Vine, Pearl-chmbrs., East-parade, Leeds, liquidator 

Scrsrion SHor Fixpines Co., Lrpi—Creditors are required, on or before Aug. 19, 
to send in their names and addresses, with particulars of their debts or claims, 
to F. W. Fox, 8, St. Martin's, Leicester, liquidator. 
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) Yorxsuige sp Norra oy Enxeianp Waowtsare Meat Scrrir Association, Lrp— 
Orediters are required, on or before Aug. 7, to send their names and addresses, 
and particulars of their debts or claims, to Tom Coombs, F.S.A.A., 39, Corn 


exchange, Leeds, liquidator. 


Qattonat Stream Taawtine Co., Leo. (Lx Votcuntany Ligcipation.)—Creditore are 














required, on or before Sept. 3, to send in their names and addresses, with 
partioulars their debts or claims, to Walter Scott, 5, Perliament-st., Hull 
bquidator 
Resolutions tor Winding-up Voluntarily. 
London Gazette.—Frivar, July 9. 
Bridve, Barrett & Co., Ltd. swansea Public Hall Co., Ltd 
Leadenhall Shippimg and Forwarding Crosby Manufecturing Uo., Ltd 
Co., Ltd Great Yarmouth Steam Tug ( Ital 
Marshalls, Lt Thomas Hoghton, Ltd 
Band in-Han Plate Glass Insurance Chilworth Gunpowder Co., Ltd 
ie 77 | Barnsley Empire ‘Palace, Ltd 
& ©o., Ltd Cocoa Traders, Ltd 
wot & Davieon (1916), Ltd Underwriters’ Association, Ltd 
Co., Ltd. Wulfruna Engineering ¢ Ltd 
Public Hall Co., Ltd British Medicinal Oil Re “finers, Ltd 
Hutchinson Nursing Homes, Ltd Laternational Clubs, Ltd 
Watts, Hardy & Co., Ltd VA. Glass Manufacturing ( Ltd 
Leslie & Mart Ltd. Kingwedown Sett, Ltd 
Peevor United Mines, Ltd Yeni Liwht Railway Co., Ltd 
Lancashire Paper Tube Co. Ltd Middlesex Theatre of Varieties, Ltd 
Irvine's Ship Building and Dry Docks Colohester Hippodrome Co., Ltd 
Co., Ltd Edgcote Shorthorn ©o., Ltd 
Markt « ¢ Milam Ltd. London Academy of Billiards, Ltd 
London Gazette.—Torspar, July 13 
Kilhams, Lt Perkins Engineers, Ltd 
H. & C. Grvyson, Ltd Leven Steamship C« Ltd 
Telok Betong (Sumatra) Syndicate, Ltd Ward & Scott, Ltd 
Ri nl Greennore & Cx LAd Whitehouse, Willetts & Bennion, Lt 
Collinford Manufacturme ( Ltd Caledonian Metal Ce Lid 
Incorporated Printsellers’ Association W. Bennison & Co., Ltd 
Hove Edge Conservative Club & Bowling Laktite Patent Box C Ltd 
Green Co., Ltd Dyke Steam Trawling ( I 
Burnside Tea Oo. of Ceylon, Ltd Traders’ Transport and Oarrying 
Eawprees Spinning Co., Ltd Ltd 
Alderson & Watson, Ltd Friers Supply, Ltd 
Troutheck Farmers’ Auction Mart { Provincial Buildings i Ltd. 
Ltd Calland, Lee & Co 
F.H Carter & Co., Ltd. Picture House (West ia thepcol), Ltd 
Henshaw Street Spinning Ltd Peter Hooker, Ltd 
London Pharmaceutical Refine rs, Ltd Palatine Buildings Co., Ltd 
Dickerson’s Inlaid Linoleum ( [Ad Hamptons, Ltd 
Morkev Conservative Buildings Co., Incarporated Society of Trained 
Ltd Mi a seus 
> , * 
Creditors’ Notices. 
Under Estates in Chancery. 
Last Day or Ctaim. 
London Gazette [UESDA Ju 20 
Roserrsos HN, Leicester. Sept. 14. Higham Bros. v. Robertson and Another 
Asthbur Robert William Elder, 10, Dra; 
Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 36. 
Ve 
Last Day or Cratm 
London Gazette Ivespar, J 1 
Barry Lroxanp. Warley Edge, Halifax vp Ik Au 13 Law I. Dev 
Halifax 
Barnrs, Sanam Jane, Great Crosby, Lancs Au ) \ am E. Gregson, Livernpox 
Barron, ANN’ Susan Freperica, Torque Au 21 Patereoms, Snow & Co. 2% 
Lineoly Inn-fic 
Bettrox, Wittitia, Skendleby, Lines, Farmer ] ». Walker & ¢ Alf 
Bexserr. Jan Thetford, Norfolk J u R. ¢ ley Davies, 96. Westhour 
rrove 
Brrrox, Sornta Lovisa, Slough \ » “ er, Mart au & Co.. 36. Thechak 
rd.. Gray's Ina 
Vaughan-av., Chiew \ 4. Fr G. Bvan Jon 2 BR 


Riris, Emir, 


| 
i 











Coates, Nicnotss, Stookport. Sept. 2. J. H. Joynéon, Livenpool 
Cox, ANNE Etizapera, Sealby, Scarborough. Aug. 31. ie rigors & Uo., Sheffiekd 
Ovragi., Waiter, St. Peter's, near Sydney ew South Wales July BW Dow sons 
& Sankey, 14, Adam-st.. Adalpnh 
DRansri Sagan ANN? Partslade Sea, Susees Lug. 3 H Montag uc 
Wilham Brig hton 
BLen2z, UCMRISTIANE MAGDALEN) Stuttgart. Genman Auw il Tylee A 4 _M 
KaweX-st.. Strand 
Ewtior, Dovetas, Leeds, Lron Mere t Au 2%. Boot Wade, Farr & (v., Leeds 
Euauirr, Gaaves, Hal Lug. B® okme, Hoklich & Locking, Hull 
Fraeen Marr, Leigt near Worvester Au 2. James, Barton & Kentish. Bir 
: mm law 
Gapp, Mosxtreomenr, Ryde, I. af W July 31 John Robinson, Ry« l. af W 
Galtsxent, OCaanifs Beri Leaminyt \u 4 Wright, Hassall & 4 Leam 
Greson, James FLoy Oldham. A 7 #. Wellock, Okthan 
Hareisoy, Joun, Blackrod, Lanes, Coml Mins July Sl J. A. A. Taylor, Horwich 
Horcutnson, Jonux, Lowick, Northunberlan Au 13. Samlerson, Tiffen & Hen 
derson, Berwick-wpon-Tweed 
JARVIS, Major Orci DS.O0., MA Hex ‘ 4 i4 Ralph S. Bend, Norfolk 
House, Norfolk <«t., Strand 
Keck, Wititam, Strubby, Lines. July 3. Walker & ( Mord 
Kinvarse, NaTaHaviet Avevuetus, Grenville-st Musical Ihrect \u is }. Nixon 
Watt: & Co., 55-54, Chanocery-lan: 
Konrxis, Razkattan, Chorley Wood, Hert Aug. 16. Ingledew, Dav Sanders & 
Brown, 390, Great St. Heler 
LASCELLES, ELLEN Ha r re leew Au 21 Wither & « Howard Hows 
4, Arundel et Strand 
Liverr, EMItty Saran, Weet ff-on-S Ru Si) s, Wak ‘ Ward, 16, King-st 
{ ‘ ale 
MARSHALL, W ittiam, Mickk near Rip York Au 12 Buchannan, Richard 
«& Barugh, Guisborough 
Motryvevcx, Rev. Reeinatp Eowani \ cob kexcdon A Z I \ Savory, 61 
Carey-st., Linec « int 
Nevis GeoRGIANaA Frances, Sheffiek Au io Dhorold Braliee & Bonham 
Carter, 4, Regent-st 
| Ornsay, Roarrr Ematerox, Newga I M Kn Sept. 18 
| W. R. & R. Gibson, Neweastl®up Pyne 
| Oxtey, BensamMin, Mattison-rd.. Hornsey, Tool Maker \ 7. R 1. Ken 
drick, 69, Park-st., Camden Tow: 
|} Patter, AN Suzanne, Yerres, Fra Aug. 9 Few & Ox 19, Surrey-st 
| Pes Henry Minehead Somerset Aug. 25 H. E. Herma Broad water 
} W ort 
Pout, Atice Jane, Blackrod, Lan luly 31 Jd. A. A. Tayvk He 
PY Constance Ex.izaseta Stepsotme, Grenvilleq South Ke not 4 10 
Guscotte & Fowler, 1, York-bld Adel ph 
Repueap, Rev. Geor Epwat Morecambe Aug. 12. Mor S ot & Killes 
Livertm™ 
Ripper, Mary, 8 ! iD \ J G la Sur 
Row Marie Ecpey, I Slower 1 \ t kK. §. Tr ' lewent 
Honse, Kings 
SMALL WOO! JOuUN ’ M 4 1 | H Vl fiel 
Suira, Jane, Harr ‘ \ ) s n & Curtie. Leeds 
Smita, Emma Jane, ¢ terflek \ 7 Shipton, Hallewell & Cy Chests 
Srarnk, Frenpericn Roserr, | \ 2. Simpson & Curtis, Lords 
STURT Harry Gvuitpro K t Beerhouse Keeper \ w Danwer & Cart 
wright. Briet 
SUT ’ SARAH, ( ‘ ‘ ” Drury & Ta r, @ 
Preart-Tromas \\ im, f r Doct Lu 4 ] 
( ‘~~! 65, Colen 
Va “nN West, H s ! Ba M J my 
Valbke s & Ra < 
VATK HA zy. & G H } \ 10 ‘ ; J 
Bex d-r 
Vra a ' imp ALPRe I ( 4 » 1 K re) k 
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THE LICENSES AND GENERAL INSURANCE C 





0., Lp. 


CONDUCTING THE INSURANCE POOL or selected risks. 


FIRE, BURGLARY, LOSS OF PROFIT, EMPLOYERS’, 


FIDELITY, GLASS, 





MOTOR, PUBLIC LIABILITY, etc., 


etc. 





Non-Mutual except in respect of PROFITS which a are distributed annually to the Policy Holders. 


THE POOL COMPREHENSIVE FAMILY POLICY at 4/6 per cent. is the most complete Policy ever offered to householders. 
THE POOL COMPREHENSIVE SHOPKEEPERS’ POLICY Covers all Risks under One Document for One Inclusive Premium. 


LICENSE SPECIALISTS 


INSURANCE. 








IN ALL 


Suitable Clauses for Insertion in Leases 
Licensed Property settled by Counsel, will be sent on application. 


For Further Information write: VICTORIA EMBANKMENT (next Temple Station), W.C, 2. 


LICENSING MATTERS 


and Mortgages of 
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ve Clu t. James's «t Aug. 3] oung HILLies, Richarp Morgas, College Green, Bristsl. Sept. 1. Sanford D. ¢ 

ane, Cannon-st Bristol 

Cumberlan Ju 0. Bendk ibsan ¢ dson ‘RITCHARD, Francts Dora, Oorgaum, Mysore, India. Sept. 1. Allen & Sor 
Carlisle-st., Soho-sq 

College. London p sy ] Jvrstoxn, Frepentox Cook, Southa Aug. 31 W. G. Cooper King 








neervat 


\estminster Carey -st 
Maddison ring & Huma } trcHanDs, Atice Cuartorre, Norland-sq., Holland Park. Aug. 31 
. & Son, 76, Finebury pavement 
Budge-row, | Hossins, Stpwey Exizasera, Ryde, I. of u 25 R 
Lincoln's Inn-fields 
tosrnson, Witttam, Kimberley, Notte, Bootmaker. Aug 
Nottinghan 
LOCHEFORT, ALBERT olkests icture Frame Maker 
Stainer, Folkeet 
towels, C1aRs, Padworth, near Reading, Berks Aug 
Gateshem 
SARGEANT, LOcIsA Susix, Soames-st Aug. 21. Durnford & Gal 
mie, Marnie ANtToinerrs Josernine, South Kensington. Aug 
ehall & Hokisworth, 23, Bush-lene 
Suirs, Mary Ann, Baguley, Chester Aug. 25. ©. H. Simpeor 
Gronet Davip, Manhattan, Nev k, U.8.A., Dealer 
Charles Russ & Co., 57, Norfol Strand 
Srexcen, Josern James, Leicester. Aug Fowler & Fowler 
S$ranu, Joun Hooxwar, Hove, Suesex ’ 31. G. Colbourne, Brig ! 
Srotairt, Joax~, Grange-over-Sande, Lan Aug. 12. Clutterbuck, Trev 
Steele, Carlis 
es, ANNre Mica, Ipewich, Queens 
New<t. Lincoln's Inn 
ries Rercate, Upper Teddington 
|, 3, Lancaster-pl., Strand 


Nice, France Aug 





Messrs. Atrrep Savitt & Sons, of 51, Lincoln’s Inn Fields, W.C.. 
d every lot, at their sale on the 19th inst., of the freehold ground 
rents at Islington; the whole fetching a total of £19,625 





Mra Lian, Lower Brough ford, Tailor ig eld ¢ nnin VALUATIONS FOR INSURANCE.—It is very essential that all 
eiiem ae +e ae = ° socher. Birmingham Policy Holders should have a detailed valuation of their effecte. Pro- 
Meven Lacrotn. Prof : : ' ils H Arnold & erty is generally very inadequately insured, and in case of loss insurers 
Render, 35, King-st ent de ad eS suffer accordingly. DEBENHAM, STORR, & SONS (LIMITED), 

a nom Rone oe c jfeb 2 ge 5, Sesenet aimee 6, King-street, Covent-garden, W.C. 2, the well-known valuers and 
cae iakee ot “ 'W. Boyle & Sor hattel auctioneers (established over 100 years), have a staff of Expert 
NERVE, AN ; Valuers, and will be glad to advise those desiring valuations for any 
purpose. Jewels, furs, furniture, works of art, bric-d-brac, @ 


Parte : lo - ! mm, V , I \ : ; : speciality.—[Apvr. 


STEVEN trcmarp Trier. and Amy Stevens, Leicest« Herscnors, Asranam, Stoke Newington. High Court. 
r 


r. Pet. July 5. Ord ily Pet. May 31. Ord. July 6 
Wyken. Warwick. Ce try Hitt Grorer Cyrrtt Rowiey, and Jonn Pernacr 
. Grieves, Laurence Pountney-hil Merchagts, 


HARLES 


Ord. July 


vi I 
Draper Leices 
“TP WART { 

) 


vespary, J 6 


Bankruptcy Notices. 
London G tf I 
ADIUDICATIONS ao” Mienineieen. - Wat 


High Court. Pet. April 3. Ord. July 6 | 
- ; Jones DANIRI WILLIAM Ystradgyniaie Breoga, 
Wan I "et . Collier. Neath. Pet. July 7. Ord. July 
KovrTsopostTis, EMMANvEL, Laurence Pountney-lane, 
Commiesion Agent High Court Pet. Feb. & 
Ord. July 6 
Lewis, Watrer, Coleman-st. High Court. Pet. March 


nt 4. Ord. July 7 


isTorHeR, Tyse Rirn 


p, Aurrep G. BE. 8., RB July 
May 12. Ord. July 1 FIRST MEETINGS 
Costa, Lirman, Aldersgate-st., General Dealer CoLLInes Antarre Epwarp. Upper Gloucester-pl., 
Court Pet. June 1. Ord. June 30 Dorset-sq. July D1) it 12. Bankruptcydies., 
Granam, Ataert Reorsatp, Monument-st Fruit Mer Carev-st . 
chants’ Agent. High Court. Pet. June 4. Ord Davison. Twowas Henry, Hanwell, Estate Age 
July 1 july 19 at 3. 14. Bedford-row Pearce, Atrrep Cartes Pariiir, Laurence Pountney- 
Hener, Rearnalp Lerranp, St. John's W park, Motor | gop, ‘Jerrensoxn Junior Savage Club Market-st hill Me rchant. High Court. Pet. June 4 Ont. 
Agent. High Court. Pet. Jan. 30. Ord. July 3 Jermyn-t., Club Proprictor. July 21 at 12. Bank July 7 
Jacques, Fucts, Manchest General Merchant. Man ruptey-bldgs.. Carey Pearson, Frank, New Mills, Derby, Nurserymaa. 
_ ehester. Pet. May 21. Ord. July 1 Harris. Arturr Lioxe. Rovwrev, Chiswick, Can Stockport. Pet. July 5. Ord. July 5." ‘eee 
Korwen, NatHan Gerson, Aldersgatest: Hig i nercial Traveller. July 31 at 11 skruptey- | Perry, Perctva, James, St. Albans, Ladies’ Costu 
Pet. May Il. Ord. Ji } ides. Carey-st mier. Barnet. Pet. June 16. Ord. July 3 
Mornant, Groner Curtsrormaer McKay Chancery . . trad | ecot Srevens, Ricwarp Trier, and Amy Srevens, Leicester, 
’ 5 DANIEL WiItttaM Yetradgvnia Br ’ 5 e 
Insuran Broke High Court. Pe Marcl lier Julv 17 at 11. Of. Rec. St. Mary-t., Drapers. Leicester. Pet. July 5. Ord. July 5 
Ord. Ju ; ioaeman dak Srvart, Jonn, Burton-on-Trent. Burton-on-Trent. Pet. 
Owen, Roseer Daxter, Bangor, Slater. Bangor P Jones. Tueress Viviaws Wrimetmixa, Moston, Man June 2. Ord. July 6. 
July 2 Ord, July 2 ante fem 7 at 290. Off. Rec Warsow, Epoar, Middlesbrough, Grocer. Pet. June 
Swan-hill. & ury 15. Ord. July 3. f 
May 6 se July I Winurr. M.. Silveret. July 20 at 1 Bankruptey Weiter, Avovstces Ceci, Charing Cross-road High 
Watker, A. VY W teha oh reh hide Daoaiaaee Court Pet. May 31. Ord. July y 
Ord. July 1 NEPVE Groner Wriittam Maidenhead Tohaceon W aay el Curtstoraer, Tyseley, = Ww a 
ADJUDICATION ANNULLED July 19 at 2. 14, Bedford-row <a ee Birmingham. Pet. July ¢ . 
RRO ' 1effiele jlor ; Ovrawaite, Groner Wartacer, Leeds, Clothier _ vsuly & ; 
™ } b. 14. 1908 "hen I. 1980. _ 19 at 11. Off. Rec., 2%, Bondet., Leeds. * Woorter, Mavrice, Forest, Jeweller. High ¢ 
el ; nnu ily ” ‘ I - -  . 
: Owen. Roser? Danret. Bangor, Slater. July 2 3 Pe April 23. Ord July os 
London Gazette Fraipay, J Ceent-chaabers Easteate-row. Chester Amended Notice substituted for that published 
RECEIVING ORDERS Perry Percrvar James. St. Albans, Ladies’ Costu London Gazette of May 28 
Asncnorr, Henny, Bootle, Tailor r > mier. July 19 at 2.30. 14, Bedford-row Forsrt#-Forrest, Epwarp James, Byfleet 


July 6. Or / be Werpox, Currstorner, Tyseley. BiPminch Tram High Court. Pet. Feb. Ll. Ord. April 16 


Batnror josern Epwarp Crosby Gondiector Tals > +t Ul age Ve 
Grimaby Pet. July 7. Ord. July 191, Corporation-st Birmingham 

Batpwise, Percy Witatam, Liver: Den} ADJUDICATIONS 
Liverpool. Pet. June 15. Ord. July Attrorr, James, Upper Bedford-pl V orces 

OOLLINGS AnTavr Epwanrp Upper Glow < March 30. Ord. July 6 Pet. May 14 Ord. July 
Dorset-sq. High Court. Pet. May 4 Ord. July 6 nort, Hexry. Bootle. Tailor. Liverpool. Pet. | Cusraim, Tomas Hesrr, South Shields, Ger 

Coxupeacx, Eowarp Harvey. Canterbur Licensed © July 8 Ord. ‘Joly 6 rs Dealer. Neweastle-upon-Tyne Pet. July 
tualler. Canterbury. Pet. Joly 7. Ord. July 7 | Barstow. Josrea Epwarp. South Ferriby, Lince, Boot July 7 1 ‘ 

Davies, Evan Jonn, Penbryn. Cardivanshir Grow | Mealer. Great Grimebdy Pet. July 7. Ord. July 7 Frstay. C. B.. Richmond. Wandswort Pet. Jar 
Carmarthen. Pet. July 7. Ord vy 7 | Boss. ALExanpeR. Clarence Gate-gdns Marylebone Ord. July 8 

Dimmick, Davip FRANK, Great Gr y te! cer High Court Y Pet May 27. Ord. July 6 Grewan, James Henry, Burnley, Fried Fish D 
Great Grims)yv Pet Tu 4 Ju | Bret “AL ow I Piccadilly Hotel. Piccadills High Burnley Pet. July 8 Ord. July 8 

Gone, Jerrenson, Junior vag : ket Court. Pet. April 14. Ord. July 6 Grayt. Harry Coox, Beaufort Mon Stonen 
Jermyn et Clu Pr t < , > Corpearx Epwarp FArver Summer Hill Canter Tredechr Pet. Julv 8 Ord. July & é 
April 4. Ord. J ? Lary lt inamaad Victualler Canterbury Pet Harsorp, Capt the Hen Vieror ALex CHARLES, 

Hanats, Anrucr Lrower Ror t ew ic omme Jule On. July 7 Guarde’ Club Bross? Bond-st High Court 
vial Traveller High Cor . Jun Davies. Evaw Jonw, Penbryn, Cardiganshire, Grocer Pet. June 3. Ord. Jul _! 
July 7 Carmarthen. Pet. July 7. Ord. July 7 Hawkins, Jow~ Groner, Up 

Jonns DANIFI vt stradgyniais recor os Curry, Wiitras Epwarp. Southend-on-Sea. Chelms- | Thatcher. Exeter. Pet. July 
Collier. Ne ‘ , . aly 3 ford. Pet. March 26. Ord. July 6 Howarp, Ervxest. Trealaw, Glam 

: . - ‘ S Tol 

Mitirrr, M r-s u < ! § Dimurcx. Davrp Fraxx, Great Grimeby, Watchmaker. pridd. Pet. July & Ord. July 
Ord. July 7 Great Grimsby. Pet. July 6. Ord. July 6 Tox?s, Artur Stoner, Brook-rd 

PEARSON, FRANK . rhy reery : Haswonn, Frepverick, Alma-road, Canonbury, Porter B nk _Ck rk High Court 
Stoakport. Pet lv 5 Hich Court. Pet. June 4 Ord. July 5 July 7 
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RosperTsnaw Josern Talir h 1 ‘ ~) 


London Gazette.—Trrspay, July 13 
RECEIVING ORDERS 
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